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Proclaim Liberty Throughout World 


U.N. THE TURNING POINT IN HISTORY 
By HARRY S. TRUMAN, President of the United States 


Delivered at ceremony commemmorating the 175th anniversary of the signing of the 


Declaration of Independence, Washington, D. C., July 4, 1951 


HIS is a very special occasion. Here in Washington States is wealthier than any other nation in the world. In- 
tonight, in Philadelphia, and throughout our whole © stead of being friendless, we have strong steadfast allies. 
brating an anniversary of great The transformation during these 175 vears seems to be 
imy ortance. On this day, 175 years ago, the representatives complete ; but it is not. Some things have not changed at all 
of the Arierican people declared the independence of the - since 1776. 


{ nited States. 


! 
country, we are cele 


For one thing, freedom is still expensive. It still costs 
Our foretathers'in Philadelphia not only established a new money. It still costs blood. It still calls for courage and 
> nation—they established a nation based on a new idea. They — endurance not only in soldiers but in every man and woman 
said that all men were created equal. “‘Vhey based the whole who is free and is determined to remain free. Freedom 
idea of government on this God-given equality of men. ‘They must be fought for today, just as our fathers had to fight for 
said that the people had the right to govern themselves. They freedom when the nation was born. 


said the purpose of government was to protect the unalien- lor another thing, the ideas on which our government is 


founded—the ideas of equality, of God-given rights, of self- 

‘These were sensational proposals. In 1776, a nation based — goyernment—are still revolutionary. Since 1776 they have 
on such new and radical ideas did not appear to have much spread around the world. In France in 1789, in Latin 
chance of success. In those days, power centered in Europe. America in the early 1800s, in many parts of Europe in the 
Monarchy was the prevailing form of government. ‘he mid-nineteenth century, these ideas produced new govern- 
divine right of kings was still widely accepted. ments and new nations. Now in the twentieth century these 

‘The new nation was small, remote, poor and, in 1776, ideas have stirred the peoples in many countries of the Middle 
apparently friendless. Europe did not for a moment believe East and Asia to create free governments, dedicated to the 
this new kind of government would work and, to tell the welfare of the people. The ideas of the American Revolu- 
truth, fully a third of our own people did not believe it either. — tion are still on the march. 


able rights of man to life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. 





We can hardly imagine the courage and the taith it took to ; 
issue the Declaration of Independence in those circumstances. A New Ibga 

There is another way in which our situation today is 
much like that of the Americans of 1776. Now, once more, 

‘Today we can see that the members of the Continental we are engaged in launching a new idea—one that has been 
Congress were right. Less than two centuries later, the talked about for centuries, but never successfully put into 
nation born that day, instead of being small, stretches across  eftect. In those earlier days we were launching a new kind 
the whole continent. Instead of. being poor, the United of national government. This time we are creating a new 
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kind of international organization. We have joined in set- 
ting up the United Nations to prevent war and to safeguard 
peace and freedom. 

We believe in the United Nations. We believe it is based 
on the right ideas, as our own country is. We believe it can 
grow to be strong and accomplish its high purposes. 

But the United Nations faces stern, determined opposi- 
tion. This is an old story. The Declaration of Independence 
was also met by determined opposition. A spokesman for 
the British King called the Declaration “absurd,” ‘“‘vision- 
ary” and “subversive.” The ideas of freedom and equality 
and self-government were fiercely opposed in every country 
by the vested interests and the reactionaries. 

Today, the idea of an international organization to keep 
the peace is being attacked and undermined and fought by 
reactionary forces everywhere—and particularly by the forces 
of Soviet communism. 

The United Nations will not succeed without a struggle, 
just as the Declaration of Independence did not succeed with- 
out a struggle. But the American people are not afraid. We 
have taken our stand beside other free men, because we have 
known for 175 years that free men must stand together. We 
have joined in the defense of freedom without hesitation and 
without fear, because we have known for 175 years that free- 
dom must be defended. 


Korea Deap 

This determined stand has cost us much in the past year. 
I do not intend to dwell upon the money cost on the Fourth 
of July, the day on which we dedicated “four fortunes’ as 
well as “our lives and our sacred honor” to the cause of free- 
dom. I am much more deeply concerned that our stand has 
cost the lives of brave men. I report it with sorrow, but with 
boundless pride in what they have done—for the men who 
have fallen in the service of the United States during the 
past year have died for the same cause as those who fell at 
Bunker Hill and Gettysburg, in the Argonne Forest and the 
Normandy beaches. They have died in order that “govern- 
ment of the people, by the people, for the people, shall not 
perish from the earth.”’ They have died in order that other 
men might have peace. 

On this day, sacred to those who established freedom in 
the United States, we should all pay tribute to the men who 
are fighting now to preserve our freedom. The troops under 
the command of Gen. Ridgway, including not only our own 
but those of sixteen other free nations, constitute, I believe, 
the most magnificent army on the face of the globe today. 
We are all familiar with the splendor of their heroic deeds. 

I should like to say something to that army, something that 
I think is felt by free men in every country in the world: 
Men of the armed forces in Korea, you will go down in his- 
tory as the first army to fight under the flag of a world organi- 
zation in the defense of human freedom. You have fought 
well and without reproach. You have enslaved no free man, 
you have destroyed no free nation, you are guiltless of any 
country’s blood. Victory may be in our hands, but you are 
winning a greater thing than military victory, for you are 
vindicating the idea of freedom under international law. 
This is an achievement that serves all mankind, for it has 
brought all men closer to their goal of peace. 








TURNING Point IN HIsTORY 


It is an achievement that may well prove to be a turning 
point in world history. 

Our aims in Korea are just as clear and just as simple as 
the things for which we fought in the American Revolution. 
We did not fight that war to drive the British out of the 
North American Continent. We did not fight it to destroy 
the military power of England, or to wipe out the British 
Empire. We fought it for the simple, limited aim of secur- 
ing the right to be free, the right to govern ourselves. We 
fought it to secure respect for the principles of the Declara- 
tion of Independence. 

It is much the same with Korea. We are not fighting 
there to conquer China, or to destroy the Soviet empire. We 
are fighting for a simple aim—as important to us today as 
the goal of independence was in 1776—the aim of securing 
the right of nations to be free and to live in peace. 

The Charter of the United Nations says that its purpose 
is to “maintain international peace and security” and “to 
take effective collective measures ... for the suppression of 
acts of aggression. 

We are fighting to uphold this purpose of the United 
Nations. That is what we have been doing in Korea. 

We have made it clear that those words mean what they 
say. We have taken collective measures to suppress aggres- 
sion, and we are suppressing it. 


CHARTER No Scrap OF PAPER 


We have shown the world that the United Nations Charter 
is not just a scrap of paper—but something very real, and 
very powerful. To establish this is worth all the sacrifices 
and all the effort we have been making, because this is the 
way to peace. 

Our constant aim in Korea has been peace, under the 
principles of the United Nations. Time and again, since the 
aggression started, we have proposed that the fighting be 
stopped, and that peace be restored in accordance with those 
principles. 

Now, at last, the Communist leaders have offered to 
confer about an armistice. It may be that they have decided 
to give up their aggression in Korea. If that is true, the 
road to a peaceful settlement of the Korean conflict is open. 

But we cannot yet be sure that the Communist rulers have 
any such intention. It is still too early to say what they have 
in mind. I do not wish to speculate on the outcome of any 
meetings Gen. Ridgway may have with the commanders on 
the other side. I hope these meetings will be successful. If 
they are not, it will be because the Communists do not really 
want peace. Meanwhile, let us keep our heads, and be 
vigilant and ready for whatever may come. 

We must remember that Korea is only part of a wider 
conflict. The attack on freedom is world-wide. And it is 
not simply an attack by fire and sword. It is an attack that 
uses all the weapons that a dictatorship can command: sub- 
version, threats, violence, torture, imprisonment, lies and 
deceit. 

SovieT Forces THREAT TO PEACE 

We cannot ignore the danger of military outbreaks in 
other parts of the world. The greatest threat to world peace, 
the tremendous armed power of the Soviet Union, will still 
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remain, even if the Korean fighting stops. The threat of 
Soviet aggression still hangs heavy over many a country— 
including our own. We must continue, therefore, to build 
up our military forces at a rapid rate. And we must con- 
tinue to help build up the defenses of other free nations. 

Furthermore, we must continue the struggle to overcome 
the constant efforts of the Soviet rulers to dominate the world 
by lies and threats and subversion. 

The Soviet rulers are trying to destroy the very idea of 
freedom, in every part of the world. They are trying to take 
from us the confidence and friendship of other nations. They 
hate us not because we are Americans, but because we are 
free—because we are the greatest example of the power of 
freedom. 

The Soviet rulers are engaged in a relentless effort, there- 
fore, to persuade other nations that we do not, in fact, stand 
for freedom. They are trying to convince the people of 
Europe that we intend to exploit them. They are telling the 
people of Asia—who are for the most part ill-informed about 
our purposes—that we mean to fasten new chains upon 
them. ‘They are trying to make the rest of the world believe 
that we want to control them for our own profit—that the 
ideas of our Declaration of Independence are a sham and a 
fraud. 





CouNTER PRrRopaGANDA WITH TRUTH 

This shrewd, this unscrupulous, this evil propaganda 
attack—we cannot overcome with military weapons. You 
cannot transfix a lie with a bayonet, or blast deceit with 
machine-gun fire. The only weapons against such enemies 
are truth and fair dealing. 

The way to meet this attack is to show that it is false—to 
live up to our ideals—to prove that we mean them. 

The world looks to us. This country is living proof that 
personal liberty is consistent with strong and stable govern- 
ment. This country proves that men can be free. 

As a result, the freedom of the American citizen means 

vreat deal more than his individual safety and happiness. 
It means that men everywhere can have the freedom they 
hope for. 

Any one who undertakes to abridge the right of any 
\merican to life, liberty or the pursuit of happiness commits 
three great wrongs. He wrongs the individual first, but in 
addition, he wrongs his country and he betrays the hopes of 
mankind, 

It is for this reason that persecution of minorities, which 
is Wrong anywhere, is worse in America. It is for this reason 
that vilifying men because they express unpopular opinions is 
less to be tolerated here than in any other country. It is for 
this reason that holding men in bondage—personal, political 
or economic—is a graver scandal here than elsewhere. It is 
tor this reason that ‘‘to promote the general welfare” is more 
urgently required of the American government than any 
other. 


ExpAND FREEDOMS AND WIDEN OPpporTUNITIES 


We have made great strides in broadening freedom here 
at home. We have made real progress in eliminating oppres- 
sion and injustice and in creating security and opportunities 
for all. 1 am proud of our record in doing these things. 

Today, more than ever before, it is important that we 
continue to make progress in expanding our freedoms and 
improving the opportunities of our citizens. To do so is to 
strengthen the hopes and determination of free men every- 
where. 


Moreover, it is doubly important today that we set an 
example of sober and wise and consistent self-government. 
We face a long period of world tension, and great inter- 
national danger. We have the hard task of increasing pro- 
duction and controlling inflation in order to support the 
strong armed forces we must have for years to come. 

One of our most difficult tasks, because it is new to our 
people, is that of organizing civil defense. Because we have 
been spared the rough schooling which the people of Europe 
have had, too many Americans are still skeptical and tardy. 

All these tasks challenge the ability of free people to gov- 
ern themselves with both reason and resolution. There are 
people who say our democratic form of government cannot 
do these things. They say we cannot stick to a hard, tough 
policy of self-denial and self-control long enough to win the 
struggle. They say we are no match for the steady ruthless 
way the Soviet rulers seek their goals. 

These people, and they are not all Communists by any 
means, say that we can’t take it, over the long pull. They 
say we will either lose our heads and rush into a world war, 
or that we will relax and give up our efforts to maintain 
peace. They say that the demagogues and the special interests 
will tear us apart from within. These people do not believe 
that free men and self-government can survive in the struggle 
against Communist dictatorship. 

I think these prophets of doom are wrong. I think the 
whole history of our country proves they are wrong. I be- 
lieve the last few months show that we will not be stam- 
peded into war, or broken up by distrust and fear. 

But we are going through a period that will test to the 
utmost. our self-control, our patriotism and our faith in our 
institutions. The very idea of self-government is being put 
to the test in the world today as it has never been tested 
before. 

If we do not succeed in this country—if we do not succeed 
in building up our armed forces, in controlling inflation, and 
in strengthening our friends and allies—then the cause of 
self-government, the cause of human freedom, is lost. If we 
with all that we have in our favor do not succeed, no other 
free government can survive—anywhere in the world—and 
the whole great experiment that began in 1776 will be over 
and done with. 

GuipE IN CRrisIs 

I believe we will succeed. 

The principles of the Declaration of Independence are the 
right principles. They are sound enough to guide us through 
this crisis as they have guided us through the crises of the 
past. Freedom can overcome tyranny in the twentieth cen- 
tury as surely as it overcame the tyrants of the eighteenth 
century. 

There is a text inscribed on the Liberty Bell, the bell that 
rang out 175 years ago to announce the signing of the Dec- 
laration of Independence. When the Pennsylvania Provin- 
cial Assembly ordered that bell for the state house in 
Philadelphia, they directed that it should bear certain words, 
“well shaped in large letters.” You remember what those 
words were: “Proclaim liberty throughout all the land unto 
all the inhabitants thereof.” 

We should write these words again today. We should 
write them in everything we do in this country—‘well 
shaped in large letters’—by every deed and act, so that the 
whole world can read them. We have written them in the 
deeds of our soldiers in Korea—for the men of Asia and all 
the world to see. Let us write them in all that we do, at 
home and abroad, to the end that men everywhere may read 
them and take hope and courage for the victory of freedom. 
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The Price of Peace 


SETTLEMENT OF KOREAN QUESTION 
By JACOB MALIK, Deputy Foreign Minister and chief delegate of U.S.S.R. to the United Nations 
Radio broadcast, United Nations, N. Y., June 23, 1951 


T IS perfectly obvious that radio broadcasts on the sub- 
ject of “the price of peace” should serve the cause of 
strengthening peace and assisting the forces which stand 

for peace in their noble struggle to prevent war. All the 
nations of the world realize the supreme value of peace to 
mankind. 

It is not yet six years since the conclusion of the second 
World War, in which millions of persons lost their lives, 
but peace, for which such a high price was paid, is once again 
threatened. 

The ruling circles in the United States of America, the 
United Kingdom and France are endeavoring to convince 
their peoples that, in order to maintain peace, it is necessary 
to arm, to create a so-called “position of strength” which 
will supposedly make the outbreak of a new war impossible. 


It should, however, be clear to all that whoever desires 
peace should seek to resolve by peaceful means the problems 
arising out of mutual relations with other countries. 


Poticy or West Vicious 


The Government of the Soviet Union has repeatedly 
declared that the policy which is being pursued by the United 
States, the United Kingdom, France and a number of other 
countries is profoundly vicious, will inevitably lead to fresh 
international conflicts, and contains within itself the seeds of 
a new world war. It is precisely this policy of the Western 
powers which has brought about the present serious inter- 
national tension. 


The chief reason for the deterioration in relations between 
the U.S.S.R. and the three Western powers was the estab- 
lishment of the North Atlantic Military Alliance. The 
political leaders of the countries participating in this bloc 
make no secret of the fact that this military alliance is 
directed against the U.S.S.R. and the peoples’ democratic 
republics. It is sufficient to point out that American news- 
papers and magazines are daily publishing maps and diagrams 
showing a ring of United States military bases in Europe and 
the Near East surrounding the Soviet Union, and indicating 
the air routes of United States bombers from those bases to 
the industrial centers of the U.S.S.R. 

It is well known that at the preliminary conference of the 
deputy foreign ministers of the four powers in Paris, the rep- 
resentatives of the United States, the United Kingdom and 
France offered every resistance to the adoption of the Soviet 
proposal that the urgent question of American military bases 
and the Atlantic pact should be placed on the agenda of the 
council whose task it is to consider all the more important 
questions concerning the safeguarding of peace. This policy 
of the Governments of the United States, the United King- 
dom and France cannot be regarded otherwise than as an 
endeavor to maintain the existing international tension. 

The conclusion of the North Atlantic pact, the establish- 
ment of American military bases abroad, the remilitarization 
of Western Germany and the creation of West German 
armed forces, the encouragement of a revival of Japanese 
militarism, the mad armaments race and the expansion of 
armed forces in the countries of the North Atlantic pact 








and especially in the United States—these are all current 
features of the aggressive policy of the Western powers. 

The most flagrant manifestation of this policy is the armed 
intervention in Korea of the United States and a number of 
other countries dependent upon the United States. The 
Soviet Union, the Chinese People’s Republic and a number 
of other states have repeatedly submitted proposals for the 
peaceful settlement of the Korean dispute, and the only 
reason why the war still continues in Korea is that the 
United States has prevented the adoption of these peace 
proposals. 

The seizure of the Chinese island of Taiwan (or For- 
mosa) and the bombing of Chinese territory provide irrefu- 
table evidence the United States endeavor to extend the war 
in the Far East. As we know by experience, however, this 
can have only the effect of drawing more closely together 
the peoples of Asia who justly regard this policy of the 
ruling circles in the United States as a threat to their security , 
and independence. 

The peoples of the countries members of the North Atlan- 
tic bloc are themselves suffering all the consequences of the 
policy of an armaments race and the preparations for a new 
war. Whereas in 1938-39, before the second World War, 
the per capita military expenditure of the American Govern- 
ment was about $8, in 1950 the per capita expenditure of 
the American Government on war preparations rose to $147 
and in 1951 it will rise to $307. 


AMERICAN ECONOMY 


The only people to benefit from the armaments race are 
those who make enormous profits from military contracts. 
The National City Bank letter, a publication of American 
capitalists, has admitted that the American economy is mov- 
ing every month at an ever-faster rate toward making arma- 
ments its chief business and subordinating to armaments all 
civilian activities and the peacetime way of life.” 

In order to mask this policy of an armaments race and the 
creation of centers of aggression, the ruling circles of the 
Western powers are trying to represent as aggressive the 
peaceful policy of the Soviet Union, the People’s Republic 
of China, Poland, Czechoslovakia, Rumania, Hungary and 
Bulgaria, while declaring that their own policy of actual 
aggression is a policy of peace. Both these assertions, how- 
ever, are refuted by the facts, which cannot be concealed. 

The Soviet Union has consistently defended, and is de- 
fending, the cause of peace, and is pursuing a policy of 
collaboration with all countries desiring such collaboration. 
The Soviet Union threatens no one; it has not, and cannot 
have, any aggressive plans whatsoever. The peaceful policy 
of the Soviet Union is based on the fundamental principles 
which underlie the Soviet social structure and the interests 
of the Soviet people. 


SovieT PEACE PuRSUITs 


The efforts of the Soviet peoples are directed towards 
peaceful construction. The Soviet state is engaged in expand- 
ing civilian industry, in bringing into being the giant hydro- 
electric power stations and irrigation systems on the Volga, 
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the Dnieper and the Amur-Darya, and in carrying out its 
plan to transform nature in order to secure abundant and 
stable harvests. “The peaceful constructive labor of the Soviet 
people in the post-war years has led to a considerable rise in 
the population’s standard of living. 

As a result of rising wages, of the systematic reduction of 
prices and of increased state expenditure on social and cul- 
tural objects, the total income of workers, employes and 
peasants rose by 62 per cent in 1950, as compared with the 
pre-war total for 1940. Obviously, the development of civil- 
ian construction on such a scale and the considerable rise in 
the population’s standard of living would have been impos- 
sible if the Soviet Government had pursued not a policy of 
peace and construction but a policy of competition in arma- 
ments and armed forces. 

In contravention of the United Nations resolution con- 
erning prohibition of war propaganda, hundreds of news- 
papers and journals in the United States are daily and openly 
calling for an attack on the Soviet Union. At the same time, 
no one can name a single U.S.S.R. newspaper which called for 
an attack on the United States or any other country what- 
soever. In the U.S.S.R. a special law has been passed punish- 
ing as penal offenders any who might try to conduct war 
propaganda. 

The Soviet Union bases its policy on the possibility of the 
peaceful co-existence of the two systems, socialism and capi- 
and steadfastly pursues the course of maintaining 
loyal and peaceful relations with all states which show a 
desire for economic cooperation, provided that the principals 
of reciprocity and observance of accepted obligations are 


talism, 


respected, 
RELATIONS BETWEEN SOVIET AND U. S. 


With regard to relations between the Soviet Union and 
the United States, as long ago as 1932, in reply to the ques- 
tion asked by the American journalist, Ralph V. Barnes, 
“could not the Soviet and American peoples be convinced 
that an armed conflict between their two countries should 
never under any circumstances take place?” Stalin replied 
as follows: 

“Nothing is easier than to convince the peoples of both 
countries of the harmfulness and criminality of mutual 
annihilation. Unfortunately, however, questions of peace and 
war are not always settled by the peoples. I have no doubt 
that the masses of the people of the United States did not 
want a war with the peoples of the U.S.S.R. in 1918-1919. 
That did not prevent the United States Government, how- 
ever, from attacking the U.S.S.R. in 1918 (together with 
Japan, England and France) and continuing armed aggres- 
sion against the U.S.S.R. until 1919. 

“As far as the U.S.S.R. is concerned, it seems hardly 
necessary to supply further proof of the fact that both the 
peoples of the U.S.S.R. and the Government of the U.S.S.R., 
are anxious that an armed conflict between their two coun- 
tries should never under any circumstances arise.” 

The Soviet Government has defended and continues to 
defend the program of strengthening peace and international 
security. That program includes the co-operation of the 
creat powers, which has been expressed in the proposal for 
the conclusion of a pact to strengthen peace. It provides for 
the reduction of armaments, the absolute prohibition of 
atomic weapons, with the establishment of international con- 
trol to implement that prohibition, and also the strict imple- 
mentation of the Potsdam decisions on the German problem, 
a peace settlement with Germany and Japan and the expan- 
sion of commercial and economic ties between all countries. 

If this program is not being carried out, it is only because 








it does not suit the forces of aggression in a number of coun- 
tries, which are afraid that the carrying out of such a pro- 
gram would undermine their aggressive measures, would 
make an armaments race impossible and would thus deprive 
them of an opportunity to obtain further billions in excess 
profits from war orders. 

The Soviet Union took an active part in the establishment 
of the United Nations. The Soviet Union took this action 
in the belief that the strength of this international organi- 
zation lies in the fact that it is based on the principle of the 
unanimity of the five great powers, on the inadmissibility of 
isolating any of those powers and on the fact that its action 
wil! be effective only if the great powers respect that prin- 
ciple. Nevertheless, mainly through the fault of the United 
States, this principle is continually being violated, and three 
of the five great powers, the United States, the United King- 
dom and France, are systematically pursuing the policy of 
isolating the other two great powers, the U.S.S.R. and the 
People’s Republic of China. 

In setting up the United Nations, the peoples of the world 
hoped that the organization would become a reliable instru- 
ment for the maintenance of international peace and security 
and would fulfill the obligation of saving ‘‘succeeding genera- 
tions from the scourge of war” which it assumed under the 
charter. 

During the whole existence of the United Nations, the 
Soviet Union has been taking steps to strengthen that organi- 
zation and has resisted any and every attempt made by 
certain states, especially the United States, to by-pass the 
Security Council, which was given the main responsibility 
for the maintenance of peace and security, and to turn this 
international organization into a tool of one or more states. 


U. N. as War INSTRUMENT 


By the efforts of the ruling circles in the United States, 
however, the United Nations is being transformed more and 
more into an instrument of war, a means for unleashing a 
new world war; and at the same time it is ceasing to be a 
world-wide organization of nations endowed with equal 
rights. The United Nations adopted the illegal decision 
sanctioning, post factum, the American aggression in Korea 
and China. The United Nations branded as an “‘aggressor” 
the People’s Republic of China, which is defending its own 
frontiers and endeavoring to secure the return of the island 
of Taiwan, which had been seized by the American forces. 
This is also borne out by the illegal decision to declare an 
embargo against China and by the fact that 400 millions of 
Chinese people are still not represented in the United 
Nations. 

The Soviet Union will continue its struggle to strengthen 
peace and avert a new world war. The peoples of the Soviet 
Union believe that this is possible to defend the cause of 
peace. 

The Soviet peoples further believe that the most acute 
problem of the present day—the problem of the armed con- 
flict in Korea—could also be settled. 

This would require the readiness of the parties to enter on 
the path of a peaceful settlement of the Korean question. 
The Soviet peoples believe that as a first step discussions 
should be started between the belligerents for a cease-fire and 
an armistice providing for the mutual withdrawal of forces 
from the Thirty-eighth Parallel. 

Can such a step be taken? I think it can, provided there 
is a sincere desire to put an end to the bloody fighting in 
Korea. 

I think that, surely, is not too great a price to pay in order 
to achieve peace in Korea. 
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World Peace 


OUR AIMS ARE CLEAR 
By HARRY S. TRUMAN, President of the United States 


Delivered at the dedication of the Arnold Engineering Development Center, Tullahoma, Tennessee, June 25, 1951 


R. CONGRESSMAN EVANS, you forgot to intro- 
duce my Mayor when you were introducing the 
Mayors. There is a Mayor in Tennessee here who 

was a second lieutenant in my battery in France in the first 
World War. His name is Bill Cleveland from up here at 
Forestville. I just wanted you to know he is here. 

I am glad to be here in Tennessee to dedicate this great 
aviation development center. The great industrial progress 
of Tennessee, and of the whole South, makes it possible to 
build this key defense installation in this area. I am sure that 
the presence of this center here will contribute further to the 
growth and prosperity of this region. 

Governor, I want to thank you most sincerely for the re- 
marks which you had made before I started. I think they were 
just exactly what they should have been and as a Tennessee 
orator always does it was done exactly right. 

It is most appropriate that this center for pioneering in the 
science of flight should bear the name of Gen. Henry H. 
Arnold. “Hap” Arnold was a great pioneer in the develop- 
ment of our air force. 

He was one of the first three officers in our armed forces 
to learn to fly a plane. He won his first flying trophy in a 
Wright biplane that had a 40-horsepower engine turning two 
propellers by a chain and sprocket method—the same kind of 
power transmission a bicycle has. 

General Arnold lived to command a mighty air force of 
80,000 planes. Instead of forty horsepower, some of the 
planes in that air force had 10,000 horsepower. And the 
power transmission system of some of those planes was more 
like a skyrocket than a bicycle. 

General Arnold had a lot to do with those improvements. 
He knew that you can’t have a first-class air force with a 
second-class aircraft. He would have been delighted with 
this air research center, which will do so much to make 
further improvements possible. 

I am happy to dedicate this center to his memory and to 
name it the Arnold Engineering Development Center in the 
presence of his family and friends. 


EXPLORATION 


The scientists who work here, will explore what lies on 
the other side of the speed of sound. This is part of our effort 
to make our air power the best in the world—and to keep 
it the best in the world. This applies to the planes of the 
Air Force, our Navy and our Marines. It applies to our 
guided missiles, and all the future developments that science 
may bring. 

The purpose of our Air Force is to help keep peace in the 
world. This is our fundamental objective. A large and 
powerful air force is one of the essential weapons we must 
have to prevent aggression—or to crush aggression if it 
happens. 

We need many other weapons as well—military, economic 
and psychological weapons—if we are to prevent a third 
world war. And we must keep finding new and better 
methods in each of these fields, just as we must keep develop- 
ing faster and more powerful planes. 





We must use every possible means of securing and main- 
taining the peace. Our whole policy is based on world peace. 
That’s been our policy all along and it is still our policy 
and it has not changed one bit. 

Since World War II we have done our utmost to build an 
international organization to keep peace in the world. We 
have done that in the interest of the United States, because 
the only sure way to keep our own country safe and secure 
is to have world peace. The United Nations is the most 
far-reaching attempt that man has ever made to protect him- 
self against the scourge of war. 

But the rulers of the Soviet Union had a different idea. 
They did not want to cooperate in keeping the peace. The 
people of Russia, the ‘common, every-day people of Russia, 
want peace just as much as anyone else, but their rulers in 
the Kremlin saw that the nations of the world had been 
weakened and demoralized by the agonies of the war. They 
saw a chance to move in and impose their own system of 
slavery on other nations. 

We tried to settle postwar problems with the Soviet Union 
on a decent and honorable basis. But they broke one agree- 
ment after another. We offered to place the means of atomic 
warfare under effective international control. That was an 
offer to save mankind forever from the horror of an atomic 
war. But the Soviet Union refused to accept this. Refused 
to accept the most unselfish offer for peace any nation in the 
history of the world ever made. 

We had a monopoly on that weapon and we offered to 
surrender it to the world for peace. The Russians wouldn’t 
accept that. 

Our Aims CLEAR 


Our actions showed that we were for peace. Even though 
our efforts were rejected by the Soviet rulers, our actions 
won for us the confidence and trust of other free nations. 
In spite of all the false and lying propaganda of the Kremlin 
it was clear to all the world that we wanted peace. 

At the same time, we made it clear to all the world that 
we would not engage in appeasement. When the Soviet 
Union began its campaign of undermining and destroying 
other free nations we did not sit idly by. 

We came to the aid of Greece and Turkey when they 
stood in danger of being taken over by Communist aggression 
in 1947. As a result these countries today are free and strong 
and inc ependent. 

We came to the aid of the peoples of France and Italy in 
their struggle against the political onslaught of communism. 
In each of these countries communism has been defeated in 
two free elections since 1947. There is no longer any danger 
that they will vote themselves into the hands of the Soviet 
Union. . 

We came to the aid of the brave people of Berlin when 
the Kremlin tried to take them over. We and our allies kept 
Berlin alive by the airlift and it is still free today. 

We came to the aid of China when it was threatened by 
Communist civil war. We put billions of dollars worth of 
arms and supplies into China to aid the Chinese Nationalist 
Government. We gave them more help than we gave Greece 
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or Turkey or Berlin or Italy. The Government of Greece 
took our aid and fought for freedom. But many of the 
Nationalist generals, the generals of Nationalist China, took 
our aid and surrendered it and themselves to the Com- 
Inunists. : 

We can investigate the situation in China from now until 
doomsday, but the facts will always remain the same: China 
was taken over by the Communists because of the failure of 
the Nationalist Government to mobilize the strength of 
China to maintain its freedom. 

\fter all, our aid can be effective only when people help 
themselves. We are continuing to give aid to the Chinese 
Nationalists on Formosa, and that aid will be effective if 
they are now willing to do their part. 

On June 25, 1950, one year ago today, the Communist 
rulers resorted to an outright war. They sent Communist 
armies on a mission of conquest against a small and peaceful 
country. 

That act struck at the very life of the United Nations. 
It struck at all our hopes for peace. 

There was only one thing to do in that situation—and we 
did it. If we had given in—if we had let the Republic of 
Korea go under—no nation in the world would have felt 
safe. ‘The whole idea of a world organization for peace 
would have melted away. The ‘spirit of resistance would 
have been broken and the free nations would have been 
open to conquest one by one. 

We did not let that happen. We remembered Japan and 
Manchuria, Italy and Ethiopia and Hitler and the Saar 
Basin. For the first time in history a world organization 
of nations took collective military action to halt aggression. 
And, acting together, we halted it. 

A year ago today Korea looked like an easy conquest to 
the Soviet rulers in Moscow and their agents in the Far 
East. But they were wrong. Today, after more than a mil- 
lion Communist casualties—after the destruction of one 
Communist army after another—the forces of aggression 
have been thrown back on their heels. They are back behind 
the line where they started. 

Things have not turned out the way the Communists 
expected. 

The United Nations has not been shattered. Instead it is 
stronger today than it was a year ago. 

The free nations are not demoralized. Instead, they are 
stronger and more confident today than they were a year ago. 

The cause of world peace has not been defeated. On the 
contrary, the cause of world peace is stronger than it was a 
year ago. 

We've been fighting this conflict in Korea to prevent a 
third world war. So far we have succeeded. We have 
blocked aggression. And we have kept the conflict from 
spreading. 

FIGHTING MEN HAILED 

Men from the United States and from many other free 
countries have fought together in Korea. They have fought 
bravely, heroically, often against overwhelming odds. Many 
have given their lives. 

No men ever did more for their country or for peace and 
freedom in the world than those men who have fought in 
Korea. 

The attack on Korea has stimulated the free nations to 
build up their defenses in dead earnest. Korea convinced the 
free nations that they had to have armies and equipment 
ready to defend themselves. 

The United States is leading the way, with defense expen- 
ditures of $40,000,000,000. Other nations are devoting a 
large share of their national effort to our mutual defense. 


Never before in history have we taken such measures to 
keep the peace. Never have the odds against an aggressor 
been made so clear before the attack was launched. 

The Kaiser and Hitler, when they started © cir great 
wars of aggression, believed that the United State- would not 
come in. They counted on being able to divide the free 
nations and pick them off one at a time. There could be no 
excuse for making that mistake today. 

We have the United Nations—which expresses the con- 
science and the collective will of the free world. 

We have the Organization of American States—which 
is building the strength of this hemisphere. 

We have the North Atlantic Treaty—which commits all 
the nations of the Atlantic community to fight together 
against aggression. 

We have unified land, sea and air forces in Europe, under 
the command of General Eisenhower. 

We are strengthening the free nations of the Far East and 
setting up collective security arrangements in the Pacific. 

We are building up our defenses of other free nations, 
rapidly and effectively. 

Most important of all, we have shown that we will fight 
to resist aggression. The free nations are fighting—and 
winning—in Korea. 

Never before has an aggressor been confronted with such 
a series of positive measures to keep the peace. Never before 
in history have there been such deterrents to the outbreak of 
a world war. 

WARNING TO KREMLIN 


Of course, we cannot promise that there will not be a 
world war. The Kremlin has it in its power to bring about 
such a war if it desires. It has a powerful military machine, 
and its rulers are absolute tyrants. 

We cannot be sure what the Soviet rulers will do. 

But we can put ourselves in a position to say to them: 
Attack—and you will have the united resources of the free 
nations thrown against you; attack—and you wil! be con- 
fronted by a war you cannot possibly win. 

If we could have said that to the Kaiser, or to Hitler, or 
to Tojo, the history of the world would have been very dif- 
ferent. 

It hasn’t been easy to bring the free nations together into 
this united effort to resist aggression. It hasn’t been easy to 
work out these alliances, and to build up our defenses, and 
to hold the line against great odds and discouragement in 
Korea. It hasn’t been easy—but it is a record of tremendous 
progress in man’s age-old struggle for peace and security. 

We have made great progress, but we are not out of 
danger yet. 

The Kremlin is still trying to divide the free nations. The 
thing that the Kremlin fears most is the unity of the free 
world. 

The rulers of the Soviet Union have been trying to split 
up the nations of the North Atlantic Treaty. They have 
been trying to sow distrust between us and the other free 
countries. Their great objective is to strip us of our allies 
and to force us to “go it alone.” 

If they could do that they could go ahead with their plan 
of taking over the world, nation by nation. 

Unfortunately, it isn’t only the Kremlin that has been 
trying to separate us from our allies. There are some people 
in this country, too, who have been trying to get us to “go 
it alone.” There are people here who have been sowing 
distrust of our allies and magnifying our differences with 
them. Some of these people are sincere but misguided, others 
are deliberately putting petty politics ahead of their country. 
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Honest DEBATE 


Now, I have no objection to honest political debate. 
That’s the way things get decided in this country. 

But some of the people who are trying to get us to “go 
it alone” aren’t engaging in honest political debate. They 
know they couldn’t win that way. So they have launched 
a campaign to destroy the trust and confidence of the people 
in their Government. 

They are trying to set the people against the Government 
by spreading fear and slander and outright lies. They have 
attacked the integrity of the Joint Chiefs of Staff. They have 
maliciously attacked General Bradley, who is one of the 
greatest solidiers this country ever produced. They have 
tried to besmirch the loyalty of General Marshall, who 
directed our strategy in winning the greatest war in history. 
And they have deliberately tried to destroy Dean Acheson— 
one of the greatest Secretaries of State in the history of this 
country. 

Now let me tell you something. All the members of the 
Cabinet have done most important things for this country in 
the defense effort. But Dean Acheson’s job has been to bring 
entire nations to our side. To fight on our side if there is 
a showdown. That is exactly what he has done, and he has 
been successful at it. He’s done a lot more for his country 
than all his slanderers put together. 

That political smear campaign is doing this country no 
good. It’s playing right into the hands of the Russians and 
I’ve said that right along. It’s playing right into the hands 
of the Russians. 

Lies, slander, mudslinging are the weapons of the totali- 
tarians. No man of morals or ethics will use them. 

It’s time that smear campaign was stopped. 

As far as I am concerned, there ought to be no Democrats 
and no Republicans in the field of foreign policy. We are all 
Americans, all citizens of the same great republic. We have 
had a bipartisan foreign policy in this country since Pearl 
Harbor. I would like to keep it that way. I know a great 
many Republicans who want to keep it that way, too. 

And I say to them—this is the time, now, to show the real 
loyalty of the Republican party to the great ideals on which 
this country is founded. Now is the time to put a stop to the 
sordid efforts to make political gains by stirring up fear and 
distrust about our foreign policy. Now is the time to say 
to the dividers and confusers: No political party ever got 
anywhere in the long run by playing fast and loose with the 
security of the nation in time of great peril. 

Partisan efforts to label our foreign policy as “appease- 
ment”—to tag it as a policy of “fear” or “timidity’’—point 
to only one thing. They point to our “going it alone,” down 
the road to World War III. 

Is it a policy of fear to bring the free nations of the world 
together in a great unified movement to maintain peace? 
Is it a policy of timidity to come to the aid of the Greeks 
and the Turks and the other free peoples who are fighting 
back against the Communist threat? Is it a policy ‘of 
appeasement to fight armed aggression and hurl it back in 
Korea? 

APPEASEMENT DENIED 


Of course it’s not. Anybody with 
knows it is not. 

And look at the alternatives these critics have to present. 
Here is what they say. Take a chance on spreading the con- 
flict in Korea. Take a chance on tying up all our resources 
in a vast war in Asia. Take a chance on losing our allies in 
Europe. Take a chance the Soviet Union won’t fight in the 


Far East. Take a chance we won’t have a third World War. 


common sense 


They want us to play Russian roulette with the foreign 
policy of the United States—and with all the chambers of 
the pistol loaded. 

That’s the kind of wisdom and thinking that has been 
coming out of the dividers and confusers in the last few 
months. 

That is not a policy. This is not the way to defend this 
country and the cause of world peace in these dangerous 
times. No President who has any sense of responsibility 
for the welfare of this great country is going to meet the 
grave issues of war and peace on such a foolish bisis as 
that. 

I am glad that we have had the recent hearings in the 
Senate on our foreign policy. These hearings have been 
thorough and they have been conducted fairly. And the way 
that the committee has conducted it has been as a breath of 
fresh air in the United States Senate. They have done a 
great deal to explain to our people the situation the world is 
in, and the way we are meeting it. They have demon- 
strated again that we are on the right course. 

But the important problem right now is not the past; 
it is the future. The world will not stand still while we 
examine the whole course of our foreign policy since 1941. 


Basic LEGISLATION 


We are right in the middle of a great effort to build up our 
defenses and to check aggression. We can’t go on with this 
effort unless the Congress enacts certain basic legislation. 

Every group in the country has a vital part to play in our 
great effort for peace. The part of the Congress is to give 
the country the legislation we need to go forward. Without 
that, none of the rest of us can do our job. 

We must have effective laws to curb inflation and to 
boost defense production. 

We must have the appropriations needed to build up our 
defense forces. 

We must have legislation to enable us to continue our 
policy of military and economic aid to our allies. 

To make our nation safe we must have strong allies. 
We cannot make them unless we help other free countries 
to defend themselves. Time is too short, and the danger too 
pressing to wait for these war-weakened countries to build 
up their own defenses without help from us. This aid is vital 
to our plans for defense, to our national security, to our 
hopes for peace. 

Let me show you how essential it is. We all know that 
our Air Force is very important. But did you ever stop to 
think how much its effectiveness depends on our allies? 

The Air Force has to have bases overseas to be in the right 
place to give full protection to our own country, as well as 
to our allies. This is a clear example of how joining with 
other free nations for mutual defense helps us also. 

Our allies cannot maintain and defend the necessary bases 
unless we give them aid. Giving aid to our allies is just as 
necessary as building airplanes if we are to have world peace. 

Our military build-up, our development of weapons, our 
economic strength at home, our foreign aid programs, our 
efforts in the United Nations, are all parts of a whole. They 
are all essential to our program of peace. 

There is no one weapon—no single service—no particular 
military or diplomatic device—that can save us by itself. 
All our efforts are needed. 

We now have a program that is using all these elements 
of our national policy for the great purpose of peace. We 
are improving it as we go along. We are getting good results. 

We must get on with the job. 
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We must build up our strength, but we must always keep 
the door open to the peaceful settlement of differences. 

We are ready to join in a peaceful settlement in Korea 
just as we have always been. But it must be a real 
settlement which fully ends the aggression and restores peace 
ind security to the area and to the gallant people of Korea. 

In Korea and-in the rest of the world we must be ready 
to take any steps which truly advance us toward world peace. 
But we must avoid like the plague rash actions which would 
take unnecessary risks of world war or weak actions which 
would reward aggression. 


now 


We must be firm and consistent and level-headed. If we 
get discouraged or impatient we can lose everything we are 
working for. If we carry on with faith and courage we can 
succeed, 

And if we succeed we will have marked one of the most 
important turning points in the history of man. We will 
have established a firm peace for the whole world to last for 
years to come. 

That is a goal to challenge the best that is in us. Let us 
move toward it resolutely with faith in God and with confi- 
dence in ourselves. 


The Strength of Democrac 


FREEDOM OF DISCUSSION AND CONVICTION THROUGH REASON 
By GALO PLAZA, President of Ecuador 
Delivered.to a joint session of the U. 8. Congress, Washington, D. C., June 21, 1951 


R. VICE PRESIDENT, Mr. Speaker, honorable 

Members of the Senate and the House, distin- 

guished guests, it is with deep appreciation that I 

have accepted the honor of speaking before the Congress of 

the United States of America in my capacity as President of 

a nation which, although small in size, can bring before you 

a record of moral achievement in having established, after 

vears of political upheaval and despite heavy odds, a stable 
and truly democratic Government. 

‘The privilege which you have graciously afforded me on 
-this occasion is definite proof that your great country, which 
was built upon faith in people and their ability to govern 
themselves, is happy to give recognition to people elsewhere 
who cherish the same faith and the same hopes, and that 
your high and noble aims will always be to strengthen human 
freedom and the inherent dignity of man throughout the 
world. 

If we look back into history, we find that the Declaration 
of Independence of your Republic, the basic document of 
your public life, was a major inspiration for our own heroes 
who fought for the political independence of Ecuador. 
Thanks in large measure to your splendid example, we are 
today a free and democratic nation. 

More than a century has gone by since those heroic days 
and as the nations of the world again face critical times, we, 
the young republics in Latin America, once more find com- 
pelling reasons to look to you for leadership. Now that 
destiny has thrust the responsibility for the future of man- 
kind upon your mighty and prosperous land, your aims and 
aspirations differ dramatically from those of all the other 
powerful nations which throughout history have dominated 
che world at one time or another. You are not interested in 
conquering land and subjugating peoples, you are not inter- 
ested in imposing your rule anywhere; your purpose is far 
more noble and of far greater spiritual value. You want for 
the rest of the world what is already a reality in your own 
Your people enjoy an economic structure which 
ind reform toward better 
living standards, improved labor conditions, participation in 
the benefits accruing from increased wealth without loss of 
personal treedom and the rivht to free speech, to work, to 
strike. ‘hese are your intentions and your plans for all man- 


country. 
calls for continuous improvement 


Lind and we are with vou in this fight against servitude, 
poverty, and injustice. 
This is why the free nations of the world must close ranks 





and fight for the principles that inspire your way of life. We 
have before us a powerful enemy of freedom, bent on bring- 
ing about confusion and disunion. They, the agents of a 
tyrannic imperialism, are creating a dangerously fanatic 
creed based on false promises and totalitarian solutions. In 
order to counteract this fanaticism we must give democracy 
the passionate strength and spiritual inspiration it had in the 
past. 

I hold to a deep-rooted faith that communism has no 
chance to impose its doctrines upon the world, for that would 
mean the victory of two elements hostile to the best in human 
nature; brute force and dishonest propaganda. While aggres- 
sive force pretends to do away with dignity, false propaganda 
annuls intelligence. If dignity and intelligence are taken 
from man, it will mean his ultimate destruction. . 

These are the dangers we face today, which place a 
tremendous responsibility upon this parliament, whose impact 
on the course of history is recognized throughout the world. 

The nations of America do not believe in peace imposed 
by tyranny. Our wars of independence in the nineteenth 
century were inspired in our will for liberty. Now, and 
always, we will be ready to defend freedom to the limit of 
our possibilities. We can accept the use of force only as a 
last resort in defense of peace, never for domination or for 
new aggressions. 

I am speaking to you, gentlemen, in the name of a South 
American Republic that has learned to cherish liberty and 
hence, to realize the dangers of losing it. Therefore we 
realize that we must all be ready and alert to defend it with 
conviction, through the printed word, in the classroom, in 
the workshop, and the public square; and, if need be, if all 
else fails, if truth and reason cannot at last prevail, then on 
the field of battle. 

We should strive to tell the world that the strength of 
democracy resides in freedom of discussion and conviction 
through reason, while the totalitarian system depends solely 
upon force and propaganda. This was the case with fascism 
and it failed, this was the case with nazism and that failed; 
for the same reasons, any other totalitarian system is doomed 
to inevitable failure. Any doctrine which denies individual 
liberty and the right to free discussion is reactionary, no 
matter what it calls itself. What propaganda tries to hide 
with purges and a goverment-controlled press is simply fear 
of the truth. It has been said that one of the weaknesses of 


democracy is excessive freedom of discussion. I believe that 
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precisely there resides the greatness and the strength of 
democracy. You here, gentlemen in this Congress, have 
given the world proof of the vitality of your way of life and 
your Civic institutions, by discussing freely and openly before 
the whole world problems of history-making scope. This is 
what we also do today in my country, in parliament, in the 
press and public assemblies, without restrictions of any kind, 
because our strength grows out of the fact that we do not 
fear discussion nor the truth. Our governments do not seek 
power through the imposition of a police state, but by stimu- 
lating a vigorous public opinion. 

In Ecuador, I may say with pride, that anyone is free to 
express his opinion and to criticize the Government. We 
enjoy unrestricted liberty of the press. 

This that would frighten a dictator, I consider our para- 
mount accomplishment, because constructive criticism is an 
essential aid to good government. A real democracy is in- 
conceivable without the right to freedom of expression. Who- 
ever reasons that the democratic formula of government, to 
be successful, can be applied only in a powerful and highly 
developed nation, like your own, and that in certain countries 
or regions of the world dictatorships and colonial regimes 
are more in accordance with the psychology and temperament 
of the people, is unwittingly or deliberately misleading world 
opinion. 

In our fight against aggression there is no sense in a posi- 
tion of neutrality or indecision. The defense of democracy 
is a defense of our own way of life, of our very life itself. 
This is why the resolute decision of the United Nations to 
fight aggression wherever it might appear, has the approval 
of the free world. This is why at the fourth meeting of con- 
sultation of Foreign Ministers, the American nations have 
shown their firmness against aggression in any form. We 
realize that we must stand together and strengthen ourselves, 
both physically and spiritually, if we are to keep the specter 
of a new war from casting its dread shadow over all our 
homes. This is the only way to teach the forces of confusion 
and chaos to respect the will of the democratic world. Only 
then will we live to see, in the near future, an honorable 
peace which is after all our ultimate and common goal. 

This is our thinking in Latin America, this is how we 
look upon the crisis of today, how we evaluate democracy 
and understand our responsibilities; but, on the other hand, 
we need also to be understood through knowledge of our 
realities and problems. 

Only the towering height of our mountains, the length of 
our great rivers and the vastness of our forests are compar- 
able in magnitude to the problems we face. But these moun- 
tains and this virgin soil are not merely reserves for the 
future progress of mankind, but a permanent challenge to 
the ability of the peoples of the Americas to advance their 
common interests through their own labors. 

The people of Ecuador have made it possible for me to 
show proof that democratic institutions are successful in a 
country weighed down with all kinds of limitations. Our 
very existence is a valiant struggle against poverty, ignorance 
and ill health. On the positive side of the ledger we can 
show progressive legislation which seeks to correct, gradu- 
ally, social and economic patterns established over centuries. 
We are beginning to take good advantage of technical aid 
and above all, we live in a clime of liberty and respect for 
human dignity. 

The battle for freedom and the rejection of poverty and 
injustice should not have any geographical limitations. It 
should be carried out everywhere and in the case of Latin 
America it is wise to recall how near we are to you. We 
practically live in a wing of the same building; but if we 





overemphasize the good will and intentions and the patience 
of the peoples below the Rio Grande, we might be giving 
too much of a headway to the forces that, moving in the 
dark, with the weapons of falsehood and deception, intend 
to undermine our spiritual foundations. To meet this threat, 
we must give our masses the opportunity to work and to seek 
their betterment, and we must do it now. 

Our vast majorities need urgent solutions of their prob- 
lems, solutions suited to our own realities, American solutions 
for American problems. These cannot be met by solutions 
designed for Europe or Asia; but we should strive earnestly 
and promptly to remedy the dangerous disproportion that 
now exists between progressive economies and the economies 
of underdeveloped areas. 

The time has come for you North Americans and us of 
Central and South America, for all of us throughout this 
new world discovered by Columbus, to strengthen our ties, 
face the responsibilty to cooperate in the solution of our own 
mutual problems, the most important of which is the defense 
of our democratic institutions, by adopting a firm attitude 
against aggression. In my country as in all the others of 
Latin America, a sound policy of investment for constructive 
progress designed to secure mutual benefits would be the most 
effective way to fight the infiltration of subversive doctrines. 
When the peoples of Latin America realize that they can 
improve their living standards through their own efforts, 
thanks to proper guidance and assistance, their faith in our 
common democratic destiny will unquestionably be strength- 
ened. 

New industries and modern methods for production, based 
on our immense natural resources and developed with the 
aid of your technical know-how, will carry civilization to the 
most remote corners of our hemisphere so that the men of all 
the Americas may attain their rightful heritage. 

We all should gain from such a process which does not 
call for embarrassing and unnecessary handouts. Your in- 
dustrial production would find better markets in countries 
with a higher economic development than in those hardly 
able to meet their exchange obligations through the produc- 
tion of raw materials alone. Therefore the farsighted con- 
cept of assistance to underdeveloped regions of the world set 
forth in President Truman’s point 4 program, blueprinted 
by the Gray report and the report to President Truman from 
the International Development Advisory Board headed by 
that great citizen of the Americas, Nelson Rockefeller, if 
put into effect, would mean for the United States a great 
historic decision in keeping with its stature and its noble 
Christian traditions. A program of this nature would con- 
stitute a vital factor in eliminating all possibility of com- 
munistic infiltration in the world in which we live. It would 
mean answering false promises with tangible accomplish- 
ments, lies with the truth, a philosophy of imposition with 
one of freedom: freedom of thought and action, freedom to 
achieve that spiritual and material well-being which truly 
dignifies human living. 

Because a bold policy of credit and technical assistance for 
economic development would defeat poverty, which is a 
breeding ground for communism, such a policy is urgently 
needed. 

The vision of the statesmen and parliamentarians of today 
will profoundly alter the course of history. In your hands, 
gentlemen, is the shaping of events to come, and the fate of 
hundreds of millions of people whose future will be deter- 
mined by the way your great Nation plays the role in which 
destiny has cast it. The men fighting today in Korea are 
doing so in the name of the free world; the hopes of all of 
us are with them. That free world wants an honorable 
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eace, a peace that will permit us to live with honor, with 
tolerance for all ideas, religious beliefs, and political systems; 
not a peace without liberty in a world of fear. This is why 
we cannot trust in any solution that would not dispel the 
element of fear. 

‘The weak points in our democratic front, which are con- 
tantly exploited by the enemies of freedom, have to do pre- 
sely with low standards of living in the underdeveloped 

regions of the world. 

‘The countries of Latin America are far from prosperous. 
They demand a place under the sun which they justly de- 
and when their inhabitants can enjoy the benefits of 
constructive economic activity, they will certainly be more 
ready to defend what they have got. Freedom and political 
ideas mean little when you are walking around on bare feet 


serve 
Ive, 


with an empty stomach. If we can unite our efforts and solve 
our mutual problems for the benefit of all, there will never 
be a power strong enough to destroy Western civilization in 
our hemisphere. 

We have always considered the United States of America 
as the arsenal of democracy, not only the arsenal of battle 
during the tragic hours of war, but also the arsenal of ideas 
and ideals which have inspired our political constitutions, 
and, equally important, the arsenal of progress, of prosperity, 
of means for production, and of technical knowledge. If you 
can apply all this in global proportions you will be fulfilling 
the sublime destiny which historical imperatives have created 
for you in this day and age: the salvation of mankind from 
fear and insecurity, the final proscription of war and a firm 
hope of lasting peace for all the world. 


The Struggle for Freedom 


“PENETRATE MINDS OF NEUTRALS AND OPPONENTS ALIKE” 
By BARON E. J. LEWE van ADUARD, Deputy Chief of the Netherlands Mission to Japan 


Delivered at the Commencement Exercises, International Division, Sophia University, Tokyo, Japan, June 9, 1951 


RADUATES, Ladies and Gentlemen: I greatly wel- 
come the opportunity to reflect with you on the sig- 
nificance of the graduation, which we are privileged 

to attend this afternoon. I consider this graduation to be of 
a deep significance indeed. 

Let me explain to you why. 

We live in a period of vital historic importance, a period 
in which the survival of civilization, the existence of man- 
kind, is at stake. Never before has the battle between good 
and bad, the struggle between light and darkness been more 
universal, more desperate and more decisive. Never before 
have the people of this world faced each other in a more 
deadly struggle. 

I see the people of the world of today divided in three 
vroups. ‘The first group are the people who believe in the 
so-called “free world”; the second group are the dark masters 
of totalitarianism; and the third group are the neutrals, the 
doubters, the waverers. 

We, who are gathered here this afternoon, we have the 
privilege to belong to the first group, to be members of the 
community of free and democratic nations. Indeed, we are 
proud of that fact. We entertain a firm belief in human 
dignity and the right to live in freedom and liberty and the 
pursuit of happiness. We want to arrange our lives, to per- 
form our duties, to educate our children and to pray our 
prayers in freedom and self-respect, dedicating our efforts to 
the creation of a world, in which people will live in tolerance 
and mutual understanding, in which people can work to- 
vether for a better and a happier life. And we are willing 
and resolved to fight for our ideals. 

Sometimes, one is inclined to think that the belief in and 
the understanding for these basic values are limited to the 
peoples of the so-called democratic nations. We realize, that 
this assumption is tragically erroneous. On the contrary, we 
do not believe in a division of mankind by nations, and we 
ire convinced that everywhere—I repeat everywhere—in 
this world are people, who cherish freedom, who long for 
liberty and who try to keep the flame of faith in the dignity 
and charity of man alive. 

However, we are threatened by a formidable and sinister 
adversary; we are faced by a group of men, who have en- 








tirely lost the fundamental concept of the dignity of man- 
kind; who have embarked on a program of world domina- 
tion; who strive to establish a universal totalitarian state. 
These men form the second group of people of this world. 
They have already subjugated millions of innocent, good- 
willing people, and have moulded them in an instrument for 
the forceful implementation of their world-embracing im- 
perialistic plans. Their foremost weapons are ruthless terror, 
cruel intimidation and the spread of fear and hatred. Their 
ultimate purpose is the complete enslavement of the peoples 
of this world. But their first and most important aim is 
the conquering of the spirit and the minds of innocent and 
humble millions of human beings. In order to obtain their 
objective these men are spreading unrest and chaos, causing 
poverty and despair, and misleading the masses with false 
promises and monstrous lies. The subjugation of the spirit, 
the corruption of the mind is the most tragic aspect of their 
abortive work. It is also the most essential condition for 
their success. When from overthere, where freedom has 
ceased to exist, where children betray their parents, where 
the knock of the secret police disturbs the nights-sleep, where 
the concentration camp is ever waiting, where laughter has 
died and despair and cynicism reign, when from overthere 
only a faint whisper, a weird sigh is heard as a sign that 
not yet all hope for an eventual liberation is lost, then we can 
realize how stiffening is the terror, how bitter is the grip, 
how mighty is the grasp clamped upon the soul and the 
spirit and the mind of those, who have been brought under 
this totalitarian regime. ‘These forces of darkness we are 
facing in our endeavor to maintain freedom and liberty, and 
with them we are engaged in a deadly battle, a battle which 
is foremost a battle of the mind. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, let us now consider the third 
group. To this group belong the people who have not yet 
been, or do not want to be awakened by the dangers, which 
threaten their existence; the people who live in complacency, 
whose minds slumber, whose spirits are apathetic, the people 
who hide behind the convenient excuse of an attitude of 
neutrality. These people pretend to believe in the possibility 
of a compromise between the forces of good and bad, between 
freedom and totalitarianism. They do not realize that there 
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is now loose in the world a mighty force, dedicated to the 
proposition that we shall not have peace and prosperity, a 
force which does not and cannot accept a truce or a com- 
promise, a force, which for the very necessity of its existence 
needs to continue its battle for world domination. There 
is no neutrality, no standing aside in the present battle be- 
tween the ideology of freedom and the sinister philosophy 
of the totalitarian powers. This third group, therefore, is 
tragically wrong in their belief that they can avoid a choice 
in this battle. Sooner or later they have to choose. More- 
over, their attitude of neutrality, their hope for a compro- 
mise constitutes a danger to the free world, and threatens 
the case of liberty. Not only that these people withhold their 
active support in the fight for freedom, but they represent a 
group, which forms an attractive field for action and propa- 
ganda by the leaders of totalitarianism. Their hesitation 
makes them apt to lend a willing ear to the whispering and 
persuasive voice of the agent of imperialism. Their weak- 
ness of character and their apathetic attitude stamps them as 
potential victims of: the totalitarian leaders. I therefore 
would say “Be aware of the hesitators, of the neutrals, of 
the compromisers in the battle between good and bad. They 
are doomed to perish. Only an active spirit can survive in 
the battle of minds.” 

Now graduates, you will ask, what have these general 
truisms to do with the happy event of our graduation? In 
my opinion they have a direct and highly significant bearing 
upon this event. Is not your graduation proof that you have 
successfully concluded a period of strenuous study? Did you 
not enlarge your knowledge, enrich your mind and fortify 
your character by your persistent efforts and your ultimate 
success? Surely you did, and thus you added to your strength 
and your ability to take part in the battle of minds. Yes, by 
the very fact that you have devoted your free and leisure 
time to prepare yourself for this fight, you have earned the 
right to play a bigger and more responsible role in the 
struggle for freedom. Yours is the duty to spread your 
knowledge, yours is the task of leadership. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, let us realize that this is a difh- 
cult task. The problems, which face us, are many; the battle, 
which confronts us, has many aspects. 

Let us study some of these problems, let us consider some 
of the aspects of the battle of minds. 

I have said before that we are happy and proud to belong 
to the free people of this world, and that we believe in what 
is generally called democracy. We have also realized that 
grave dangers threaten the existence of this democracy. You 
will agree with me that in order to defend our conception 
of life, we have to attain a perfect comprehension of its 
meaning, we have to achieve a profound understanding of its 
value. Now, I ask you, how many people have attained this 
comprehension, how many have achieved this understanding ? 
What is actually understood by this over-used word, democ- 
racy? I will not try to answer this question. I do not in- 
tend to make this talk a thesis on the philosophy of democ- 
racy. But I like to draw your attention to the fact that to 
define clearly and to value accurately the deep truth of our 
conception of life, is a difficult task indeed. However, it is 
an essential condition in order to assure the continued ex- 
istence of our way of life. In fact, it is a condition sine qua 
non. It is a sacred duty which asks for the constant efforts 
of our mind. Why; because no man will give his life in 
defense of something he does not understand, nor will he 
spend his energy protecting something he does not value. 
Indeed, the first and most important condition for victory in 
the struggle ahead is the way we prepare our own minds for 
the battle before us. 


Ladies and Gentlemen, our constant vigilance and our 
tireless diligence are required net only in order to under- 
stand the treasures we cherish, and in order to remain will- 
ing and resolved to fight for our ideals, but also to assure 
the actual defense of our freedom and liberty. Vannevar 
Bush in his famous book “Modern Arms and Free Men” 
has shown us clearly the unprecedented role science plays in 
modern war and in the preparation for a war. Even in order 
to prevent an armed conflict, to sustain sufficient deterrent 
power, we need to maintain a standard of science which is 
superior to that of our adversary. To assure the required 
successful progress of science demands our unfaltering per- 
severance, asks for the constant development of our mind, 
presupposes an unbiased and flexible spirit. You will agree 
with me that the task which confronts us in the battle for 
the actual defense of our way of existence, is difficult and 
manifold. But the outcome is not hopeless. On the con- 
trary, we can be sure of success, for as long as our spirit 
remains free, and our minds alert, the progress of science 
will be unbroken. 

However, our present enemy does not fight this war merely 
with convential arms; his arsenal is more comprehensive, 
his armory is more varied and of a more diversifed nature. 
One of his most dangerous weapons is propaganda and per- 
suasion. He has embarked on a program of the most subtle, 
most ruthless and most treacherous attack upon the human 
mind. Indeed, as has been said before, the human mind 
constitutes the foremost aim of his activities, the first and 
most important target of his attacks. It is this bastion which 
we have to defend most vigorously and determinedly. 1 am 
convinced, graduates, that your ambition is to be in the 
first line of this defense. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, the battle of the mind, as all 
battles, has to be fought aggressively and actively in order 
to be successful. It is not sufficient to guard and protect 
ourselves, we have to attack, we have to carry the battle to 
the enemy, we have to penetrate the minds of neutrals and 
opponents alike. We have to stir those, who live in com- 
placency; we have to poke behind the iron and bamboo cur- 
tains. The people, we cannot reach today, we will have to 
meet tomorrow. Suppose that as a result of war, or as the 
outcome of what is called the cold war, the present totali- 
tarian regime would perish or disintergrate, who will fill 
the spiritual and sociological vacuum left behind? Could 
we let the liberated millions wallow in ignorance and con- 
fusion, drifting to chaos? Will it not be our duty to show 
them the fortunes and blessings of our philosophy of human 
relationship? I believe it is time that we realize that we 
are faced by a gigantic salesman’s job. Immediately ahead 
of us lies the tremendous task to conquer the minds of the 
wavering and the neutrals. In the future the difficult work 
of guiding and helping the lost awaits us. 

Now do not misunderstand me, I do not advocate a mere 
preaching of democracy. As I have said before, democracy is 
a philosophy which can demonstrate itself in many varied 
forms, a philosophy which is adaptable to many different 
circumstances. As Robert Kennan, the well known State 
Department adviser, has so clearly outlined in his study 
“America and the Russian Future,” it would be foolish to 
expect that democracy—as we understand it—is the most 
benevolent form of government, the most adapt conception 
of life for all peoples of this world. It is not our task to 
convert the peoples of the world to our understanding of 
democracy. But it is our task to demonstrate, by our ex- 
ample, the basic truths of democracy: dignity of the indi- 
vidual, mutual self-respect and true regard for the rights 
and the duties of freedom ‘and liberty. We have to persuade 








590 


Vital Speeches of the Day 





the neutrals, and we will have to help the liberated. I do 
Lelieve that this is one of the most difficult, but also one of 
the most inspiring tasks, confronting us, warriors in the 
battle of minds. 


Ladies and Gsentlemen, I do believe we are convinced that 
the crucial battle, in which we are engaged today, is essen- 
tially a battle of the mind. And I am sure that we clearly 


understand the formidable, but also glorious task before us. 
[herefore, when we are together here this afternoon to 
congratulate those who have devoted their leisure time to 
strengthen and fortify their minds, and have as such become 
better equipped, more fitted for this decisive fight, well then 
| am sure that you will agree with me that this is an occa- 
sion for our most profound and most sincere congratulations. 
| extend these to you, graduates. And I feel that you will 
continue the fight, that upon you the free world can count 
for its foremost warriors. 
\nd to you, students of this university, 1 would say: 
lollow their example, take up the challenge, gird your- 


} 
ive 


your knowledge, fortify your character. The hour is near, 
the stakes are high and the battle will be hard and bitter. 
But victory will be yours, for you fight the good fight. 

It is in this connection, graduates, students, ladies and 
gentlemen, that befits us a feeling of gratitude to those, who 
have dedicated their lives to make it possible for such a 
large and varied group of people to study at this university. 
You Mr. President, you Father Miller as Dean of the Inter- 
national Division, and you, Members of the Faculty, you 
have erected and you maintain here an institution of learning 
which is a symbol of our highest ideals. Acknowledging our 
dependence on the Almighty you promote and stimulate an 
education based on solid philosophical grounds. As such you 
give a supreme example of how to work for real democracy. 
Therefore, I consider this university a bulwark in the great 
battle of minds we are engaged in today, and I call upon all 
of you who have benefitted from this institution to show 
your gratitude by carrying onwards the torch of faith in the 
dignity of mankind towards a better future, a future of 
freedom and universal truth. 


Communism and 


Democracy in the Near East 


ATTITUDE OF THE ARAB PEOPLE 
By H. FE. KAMIL ABDUL RAHIM, Egyptian Ambassador to the United States 
Delivered at Princeton University, Princeton, N. J., June 2, 1951 


for the contest ahead, sharpen your minds, enlarge 

\M > deeply grateful for your kind invitation to open 

the discussion on the question of how the people of the 
Near Kast feel with regard to the conflict between east 

nd w lhe keen interest in the Near East manifested 
country In recent years is most reassuring to those 
of us who are anxious to encourage closer cooperation between 


ind the western democracies. 

\Mluch credit for stimulating interest in the problems of 
the Near East is due to seminars and discussions like these 
held annually by the Department of Oriental Languages and 


Literatures of Princeton University. And you, Professor 
Hitti, are to be congratulated for the pioneer work that you 
have done and are still doing in this important field. 


his subject of discussion is certainly of great importance, 
especially at this moment when the Near East is a hot spot 
in world politics. From the Indian Ocean to the shores of 
the Atlantic, trom the Caspian Sea to the Arabian Desert, 
the political atmosphere is heavily charged. It is no exag- 
veration to say that if we regard Europe as a tinder box of 
possible world war, the Near East must be regarded as a 
vreat smoldering voleano. 


On of the gravity of the situation and the im- 


portance of the question, and for the sake of frankness, I 
would like to talk off the record. “Let us seek the truth 
because there is nothing so powerful as truth and often 
nothing so strange.” 


account 


(GEOGRAPHICAL DEFINITION OF AREA DISCUSSED 


Here I would like to define the area of the Near East. 
When I speak of the Near East in this paper I mean the 
Arab countries of Egypt, Jordan, Saudi Arabia, Yemen, 
Lebanon, Syria and Iraq, as well as Iran. I add to this area 








North Africa—Libya, Tunisia, Algeria, and Morocco—al- 
though geographically they are nearer to Europe. Racially, 
religiously and socially these countries are related to and 
form a part of the Near East. I exclude Turkey from the 
discussion because Turkey has more or less associated herself 
with Europe and this alliance is further strengthened by its 
participation in the European Council and its possible ad- 
mittance into the North Atlantic Pact organization. Tur- 
key’s present situation is quite different from that of the other 
countries of the Near East. It receives economic and military 
help from the Western Powers. The other people of the 
Near East, who have always been connected with ‘Vurkey are 
happy that it is receiving this aid, which it deserves, as they 
consider it a bulwark against communism. 


IMPORTANCE AND VULNERABILITY OF THE AREA 


The Near East, as I define it, has a population of about 
100,000,000. It is not an area merely of oriental costumes 
and glamour, of soft music, or romantic deserts, of the pyra- 
mids and the sphinx, as some motion pictures have so vividly 
presented it. It is a land of great historical past, of vital 
strategic importance, and of awakening nations struggling 
to achieve liberty and a greater measure of democracy. It is 
a land of great potentialities and natural resources. It has 
the world’s largest oil pool and rich deposits of phosphate, 
magnesium, and potash. 

Its strategic importance has always been recognized and 
was amply demonstrated in World Wars I and Il. The 
North African coast from the Atlantic to Suez is so naturally 
protected by two seas and extensive deserts that it is con- 
sidered by strategists as indispensable for the defense of 
Europe. The present situation in Iran is focusing attention 
on the strategic importance of this area. The testimony of 
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General Bradley before the Joint Senate Foreign Relations 
and Armed Services Committees bears witness to that. 

The name of the Near East is synonymous with Islam. 
Islam is a democratic religion based on the freedom of the 
individual and on the principle of liberty, equality, and 
justice for all, regardless of race or station in life. While 
communism is based on the abolition of private property, 
the economic policy of Islam is based on the maintenance of 
private property. While communism abolishes the right of 
inheritance, Islam upholds this right and provides precise 
rules to regulate it. 

The people of the Near East are staunch believers in God 
and far this reason they do not fear the loss of their liveli- 
hood; they have a deep-rooted feeling that God cares for all 
and that He is the only Giver. ‘They also believe that 
Almighty God in His great wisdom has distributed wealth 
and the amenities of life amongst the people and that while 
they should work and toil for gain and security they should 
also not covet what others have. Also, one of the five basic 
principles of Islam is Zhakah, which is a form of tax paid 
by the rich and which can be increased by competent Moslem 
authorities according to the needs of society. The revenue 
of this tax goes toward the welfare of the poor and the raising 
of their standard of living. Society in the Near East, both 
Moslem and Christian, is built upon these principles 

An area with such great potentialities can certainly be a 
mighty bulwark against communism. Yet these potentialities 
remain neglected by the west, and no attempt is being made 
to use Islam as a spiritual weapon against communism. 

What makes this neglect lamentable is the fact that the 
area is extremely vulnerable. And the Communists, who 
obviously covet the Near East, know that it is highly vul- 
nerable, not only from the military point of view, but also 
from the political and, worse still, from the psychological 
points of view. 


WESTERN POLICY IN THE NEAR EAst 


Not only has the west neglected the potentialities of the 
Near East, but its policy toward it has not been the kind that 
would rally the peoples of the area around the flag of 
democracy. 

At the close of the Second World War the Near East was 
very friendly to the United States and her allies. Today a 
spirit of resentment and even revolt against the western 
democracies is sweeping this area. In Iran, Iraq, and Egypt 
a determined stand has been taken against the British. The 
people of Morocco, Algeria, and ‘Tunisia are struggling 
against French rule. Everywhere in the area there is resent- 
ment against the west. 

What is the reason behind this change of attitude? What 
is the reason behind the indifference of the peoples of the 
Near East toward the conflict raging between the east and 
west? The reason is not difficult to find: It is the policy 
followed by the west in this area, which has been skillfully 
exploited by the Communists. Let us make a brief survey 
of this policy: 


PALESTINE Poticy ALIENATED PEOPLE 


The Palestine question is an outstanding example of this 
policy. Everyone knows that the serious injustice inflicted 
upon the Arabs in Palestine has alienated them and under- 
mined the stability of the area. 

The west’s continued political and financial support of the 
Zionists in Palestine is not helping the relations with the 
Near East, nor is it strengthening the forces which are fight- 
ing communism there. 

The failure to solve the problem of the Palestine refugees 


and the persistent refusal of the Zionists to implement the 
UN resolutions has given communism a better weapon than 
it ever dreamed of having. What better soil can communism 
have for planting its seeds of sedition and revolution than 
that represented by a million dispossessed, disillusioned, frus- 
trated, homeless, and hungry human beings? 


Western Poticy In Near East Is MAINLY COLONIAL 


Another example of the western policy that has alienated 
the people of the Near East is the colonial system pursued 
by some of the western democracies in this area. When I 
speak of colonial policy I mean its two aspects—the political 
and the economic. Colonialism, the old and familiar enemy 
against which the United States fought in 1776, is one of 
the main reasons for the alienation of the near eastern people 
trom western democracies. 

Foreign troops are stationed in Iraq and Jordan against 
the will of their people. Since 1882, and in violation of the 
lofty principles proclaimed in the two World Wars, and of 
the United Nations Charter, foreign troops still occupy the 
Suez Canal in Egypt. This violation of the territorial in- 
tegrity of Egypt is ever present in the mind of every Egyp- 
tian, and is causing ever-increasing resentment and unrest. 
Foreign troops also occupy the Sudan, the southern province 
of Egypt, from which flows the Nile, the life line of Egypt. 
This enforced separation of the Sudan from Egypt is the 
cause of still more bitter resentment among Egyptians and 
Sudanese alike. 

If we go westward along the North African coast, we 
find 25,000,000 inhabitants in Algeria, Tunisia, and Mo- 
rocco, still subjugated by colonialism. In this, our twentieth 
century, they are denied the right of self-determination and 
self-government. In Libya, whose independence and unity 
were recognized and guaranteed by the United Nations, we 
find that everything is being done by colonial powers to de- 
stroy this unity and to undermine this independence by 
dividing this small nation of 1,000,000 inhabitants into 3 
tiny countries—Cyrenaica, Tripoli, and Fezzan. This is 
tantamount to the abolition of their unity and independence. 

What is happening in Iran is a classic example of a colli- 
sion between economic colonialism and awakening national- 
ism. In this critical area, an explosion may be the possible 
aftermath. 


STRATEGY AND Tactics oF Boro Parries 
Having briefly reviewed the policy followed by the western 
democracies in the Near East, | would like to say a word 


about the strategy and tactics followed by the Communists, 
as compared to those followed by the western democracies. 


CoMMUNIST STRATEGY 


We all know that the Communists aim at world revolu- 
tion and to achieve this aim they are ready to use all forces 
and motives which lead even for a moment in the direction 
of this aim. For the Communists the present world situation 
is the continuation of a long succession of events. ‘They base 
their policy on wars, unrest, and disorder growing out of 
the explosive forces of modern society. 

Their greatest asset in the Near East, on which they capi- 
talize, is the political and colonial policy followed in this 
area. In proof of this, let me quote to you extracts from a 
series of lectures, On the Foundation of the Principles of 
Leninism, given by Stalin in 1924 in Sverdlov University: 

“The national movements for the freeing of the oppressed 
countries from the imperialist yoke certainly contain un- 
exhausted revolutionary possibilities which can be utilized 
for the overthrow of our common enemy, for the destruction 
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nperialism. For these causes, the proletariat must deci- 
actually support the national movements for the 
ition of the oppressed and dependent peoples.” Stalin 
ludes his lecture with. the following poignant declara- 
‘One of the chief indirect reserves for the Communist 
volution is antagonisms, conflicts, and wars.” 
her words, the Communist plan in the Near East is 
nationalist movements and exploit the evils of the 
onial policy in order to foment trouble and unrest that 
will lead ultimately to world revolution and the seizure of 
power. This is precisely what the Communists are doing 
in Palestine, lran, and the rest of the Near East. 

‘They are not fomenting class struggles nor advocating 
avrarian or other economic reforms, but they are inciting 
political trouble. They do not call their parties in the Near 
Last Communist parties; they call them committees of na- 
tional liberation. They do not work and direct their per- 
nicious propaganda toward the peasant and worker but to- 
ward the intellectual elements and university students, know- 
ing that these are the leaders of nationalist movements in 
these countries. 


WESTERN STRATEGY COMPARED TO COMMUNIST STRATEGY 


This, then, is the strategy of the Communists. Let us 
look at the strategy of the west. 

Lincoln said: “If we could first know where we are and 
whither we are tending, we could better judge what to do 
and how co do it.” Let us then see where we are in the Near 
least and whither we are tending in relation to communism. 

Ihe Communists are well led. They are using the most 
ettective weapons and are being guided by well-defined aims. 
The Western Plowers, on the other hand, while fighting for 
freedom and democracy elsewhere, continue to pursue the 
outworn concepts of imperialism. They seem to think that 
they can combat communism chiefly with loans, grants, and 
technical assistance. 

‘There is no denying that we have in the Near East in- 
ternal problems which favor the growth of communism. 
ur economic system is by no means perfect: The distribu- 
tion of wealth is inequitable and the standard of living of 
the masses is low. ‘The near eastern countries are endeavor- 
ing to solve these problems in the traditional way; graduated 
taxes and social reforms. 

\ly own country, for one, has already made some strides 
in this direction. A new graduated income and inheritance 
tax has been in force for 3 years. The rural centers estab- 
lished by my government to improve the health and living 
conditions of the peasants and to increase their income have 
been hailed by UN experts and recommended as models to 
ther countries Our social-security program has likewise 
been highly praised 
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Several reforms are under way in the area. Given peace, 
and some encouragement, the Near East can over- 
come these economic and social difficulties. We are greatly 
encouraged by the helpful attitude of this noble country. 
Some technical assistance has been given and the United 
States is now considering economic aid for our area. But 
this alone will not prevent the march of communism. 

‘The western democracies talk about raising the standard 
of living and the better distribution of wealth as preventive 
measures against communism. The Communists in the Near 
Kast, however, are not inciting people against the estab- 
lished economic order. They are not using poverty and the 
low standard of living as weapons to foment unrest and 
confusion as a prelude to world revolution. They have tried 
them without success. They are using the more effective 
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weapons—Palestine and colonialism—gratuitously furnished 
to them by the Western Powers. 

In the Near East the cancer of communism is feeding 
upon colonialism. Eradicate this and the Near East will be 
vours. If the western democracies confine themselves to 
treating the Near East with economic aid alone the situation 
will not improve. The only remedy, in my opinion, is to 
grant the people of the Near East their lawful rights of in- 
dependence, both economic and political. 


NATIONAL MoveMENT AGAINST XENOPHOBIA 


In the Near East there is a strong nationalist movement. 
Spurred on by communism, it is gaining speed and momentum 
daily. 

Some people call this movement xenophobia. Is it xeno- 
phobia for the people who own the oil fields and are in ex- 
tremely needy circumstances to demand their proper share 
of the profit, or even control of their resources? Is it xeno- 
phobia for Egypt to ask for the withdrawal of foreign troops 
from her territory and the restoration of the unity of the 
Sudan with Egypt? Is it xenophobia for Morocco, Algeria, 
and Tunisia to ask for liberation from foreign rule? 

Our people are struggling to achieve liberty and a greater 
measure of democracy, struggling to free themselves of for- 
eign domination, colonialism, and exploitation—the very same 
objectives which brought about this country’s independence. 


It was America that started the revolution against im- 
perialism—a revolution which has not yet stopped and will 
not stop until all mankind is free. It is of the utmost im- 
portance that the West should recognize these national move- 
ments and formulate its policy accordingly. 


Present ATTITUDE OF THE PEOPLE OF THE NEAR East 


Now what is the present attitude of the Near East with 
regard to the conflict between the East and the West? The 
persistence of the western powers in following their present 
policy has left the area exposed to Communist penetration, 
and totally unprepared, both morally and militarily to face 
the coming conflict. - 

While the West is just beginning to fight this penetration 
by the ineffective and slow method of economic and technical 
assistance, the Communists are scoring by using effectively 
the deadly weapon of colonialism. 

The people of the Near East are naturally opposed to 
communism, but owing to their disappointment in the west- 
tern policy they are moving in the direction of neutrality in 
the conflict between East and West. ‘This attitude was 
clearly outlined in a resolution adopted by the Arab League 
during its Cairo meeting in February 1951: 

“The Arab States hasten to express their belief in the 
principles of the United Nations Organization * * * but it 
goes without saying that the Arab States cannot carry out 
the grave international obligations imposed by the UN Char- 
ter on all nations without their gaining their complete na- 
tional rights and the settling of their national questions in 
accordance with the principles of freedom, justice, and 
equality.” 

This is the predominant feeling in the vital Near East 
and this is the picture, a picture by no means bright or re- 
assuring. If things are left drifting as they are, tragedies 
similar to that in Iran may take place. Isn’t it wiser to take 
immediate steps to remedy the situation before it is too late? 

The remedy is simple. It lies in the adoption by the west 
of a new liberal policy that bridges the wide gulf separating 
it from the people of the Near East; a policy that will satisfy 
their national aspirations—political or economic; a_ policy 
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that will deprive the Communists of their best weapon— 
colonialism. Then communism will have no place in the 
Near East. 

The Near East has been for thousand of years the world’s 
arena, an arena of armies and of ideologies. 

History is repeating itself. This area is now a battle- 
ground for the greatest struggle in history and the Near East 
is about to play its traditional role once more. 

We, the people of the Near East, believe that we can win 
the battle of freedom if a policy based on true democracy is 
followed by the west in our area. 


Arms alone will not achieve final victory. You cannot 
destroy an idea with a bomb. But you can make people 
throw an idea into discard by giving them a better one. The 
idea that offers humanity the best chance for peace, security, 
and happiness will prevail in the end. 

Democracy offers this chance. But democracy must be 
put into practice. To sell it you must put it to work, not 
only at home but abroad also. 

The Near East is an ideal spot to put democracy into 
practice and to show the world what it can do. The chal- 
lenge of the Near East is both real and great and the rewards 
are immensely rich. 


“Security Is An Illusion” 


THE STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM WILL BE LONG 
By DR. W. NORWOOD BRIGANCE, Professor of Speech, Wabash College, Crawfordville, Indiana 
and Past President of the Speech Association of America 
Delivered at the Commencement Exercises, University of South Dakota, Vermillion, 8. D., June 4, 1951 


daughter, who recently graduated from college, heard I 

was to speak at my own alma mater she remarked—with 
overtones of memory in her voice—“I suppose you will tell 
them what every old graduate does, about the Sacred College 
Halls and the Good Old Days when you were in college.” 

Perhaps you feel that way, too, and I wouldn’t want to 
disappoint you. Therefore I do want to say something about 
those Good Old Days when I was in college. In the Good 
Old Days of 1912 when I was a freshman a favorite topic of 
conversation was that the Good Old Days of opportunity 
were gone. Free land on the frontier had disappeared 25 years 
before and the American economy was slowing down. Uni- 
versity girls went out to teach at $50 a month—$450 a year. 
Graduate engineers were hired by General Electric Company 
in blind-alley jobs at $100 a month. And some national 
foundation had announced that the average lawyer’s gross 
income was $750 a year. There was not much room for us 
out in the world, and we were disturbed over that. 

But one thing was certain in those Good Old Days. It was 
an orderly world, a safe world. I remember an incident in 
December 1913. A little group of us went over to the home 
of Dean Thomas Sterling. Dean Sterling had recently been 
elected to the United States Senate and was home from 
Washington. He gave us copies of the new Federal Reserve 
Bank Act passed that month by Congress. I was a sophomore. 
I knew nothing of banking. So I ventured an omnibus ques- 
tion, “Senator, what is this law for?” He answered, “It will 
prevent hard times.’”’ Senator Sterling was a learned man, 
and he believed that. Educated people believed that almost 
everywhere. We had made progress, and we were now safe 
from financial depressions. 

Then I was in Dr. Roman’s class in economics in May 
1914. We were discussing government finance, and came to 
the question of how to finance a modern war. Dr. Roman 
explained that a world war, like the Napoleonic Wars of a 
century before, was now impossible. I quote him as I re- 
member his words: ““The cost of a modern mechanized war 
would bankrupt the wealthiest nation in the world in three 
months!” Now this was not one professor’s aberrant notion. 
It was the considered opinion of respected experts. 

So it was in those Good Old Days of 1912 and 1913 we 
had made progress. We had a safe world—safe from depres- 
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sions, safe from war. This was what educated people thought, 
and to us students it sounded very good indeed—back in 
1912 and 1913. 

Then came the fall of 1914. I was a junior in college—and 
the First World War exploded in our face. Belgium neu- 
trality became a Scrap of Paper, and 100,000 men a month 
started dying in the trenches of Europe. Down went the 
Old Order—or what we thought was the Old Order—and 
from that day to this the world has never been even remotely 
the kind of world we had thought it was. 

Then you were born 15 years later, about 1929 or 1930, 
and the world just could not take that! When you were born 
the stock market collapsed, and we had a 10-year depression! 
When you were in the fourth grade came World War II. 
When you were in high school came the first atom bomb. 
Now we have Korea, the draft—aye, even Truman and 
MacArthur! We have been making wonderful progress since 
those Good Old Days. As one wit put it, we now have a new 
Apostle’s Creed: “I believe in the hydrogen atom almighty, 
divisible, with oblivion for all.” 


Il 


I want to raise two questions: First, what went wrong 
with the world in 1914? Second, what sort of future can a 
sane, intelligent, non-hysterical college graduate of 1951 
expect ? 

In answer to the first question—what went wrong ?—the 
starting point is not 1914, but 1848. In that year Marx and 
Engels wrote a fateful book, the Communist Manifesto, 
beginning with the prophetic words, “A specter is haunting 
Europe—the specter of communism.” This book was a storm 
signal of the twentieth-century world revolution. This world 
revolution, if you please, is not Communism. The Commu- 
nists are only the surf riders on the crest. The World revo- 
lution is the rise of the little man all over the world; 2,000 
years ago he was a slave; 500 years ago he was a serf; 200 
years ago he was not allowed to vote; 100 years ago he was 
unorganized and inarticulate; half a century ago of him 


Edward Markham asked the Question: 
How will it be with kingdoms and with kings— 
With those who*shaped him to the thing he is— 


When this dumb terror shall rise to judge the world, 
After the silence of the centuries ? 
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The twentieth century is now required to answer this 
question. It is not a new question. Rather it 1s one that gov- 
ernments, and educated people, have never had to answer, 
and therefore never answered. Now the hour of answer is 
Two centuries aqo this little man could live in hun- 
and did live in hunger—while governments tgnored 
, and college students were taught Plato and Plutarch. 

Today if he lives in hunger he can destroy nations. Two 
centures ago this little man could suffer from our economic 
ignorance and indifference—and he did suffer—while gov- 
ernments exploited colonial empires, and college students 

ere taught Cicero and Virgil, and educators 1gnored in the 
curriculum the effects of Iron, Coal, and Machines on human 
welfare. Now we can ignore the little man no longer, for he 
has power to destroy us, or tax us to death, or merely social- 
IZ US. 

Karl Marx was terribly wrong in his remedy, but we— 
we, the educators who were supposed to supply ideas for the 
world—clung to medieval scholasticism in our thinking and 
in our curriculum. We weren’t alone, of course. Political 
ind economic leaders—so-called practical leaders—clung to 
the outworn concepts of colonialism in foreign policy, and 
exploitation of labor in domestic policy. Thinking people 
everywhere had not learned the obvious lesson of history, that 
principles which make nations great in one period can lead 
co decay if we cling to them after they are outworn. So we 
let the fast-moving twentieth century pile up on us, and 
millions of people, millions of them—hungry, frustrated, 
desperate—turned to the fallacious Communist panacea, 
until it has spread like fire across the world, and expanded 
its dominion to 800 million of people, and free societies all 

“over the world stand in anxiety. 


Ill 


This is the problem. Where does it lead? Specifically, 
what sort of future can a sane, intelligent, nonhysterical col- 
lege graduate of 1951 expect. | ask that question because 
young men and women today are disturbed, and they have a 
right to be. I’ve heard some of them say frankly, in moments 
of confidence, that they see no reason to marry, or to prepare 
for a profession, when the world is likely to be destroyed 
without notice. Of course, this is a new version of an old 
proverb, “Eat, drink and be merry, for tomorrow you die.” 
It has one flaw. Suppose tomorrow you don't dite! Suppose 
you live and face the consequences of reckless living and 
lack of planning! 

If young people propose to bet their future on the world 
being destroyed, they ought to take a long look at the odds. 
Remember that end-of-the-world predictions are not new. 
\ll through the 1920's people of my generation heard loud 
warnings that we were on the last lap—the very last lap— 
of the between education and total destruction. As 
Stuart Chase put it in 1929, the Second World War would 
be a “two-hour war” in which a surprise air attack would 
blot out civilization by gas bombs: “not even a rat, not even 
an ant, not even a roach can survive... There is no defense.” 
Stuart Chase was a distinguished writer. Stuart Chase was 
mistaken. 


upon Us. 
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I bypass 19 centuries of mistaken prophets and go to Paul 
ot Varsus, apostle to,the gentiles. About 55 A.D. he wrote 
Iephesus to the church at Corinth, warning them to 
vet ready tor the coming end of the world: “Brethren, the 
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ippointed time has grown very short. ... The form of this 
world ‘is passing away.” Paul was a great apostle. Paul was 
11) staken. 

| bypass another 28 centuries. This takes us to 2800 
B.C., some 4800 years ago, when a perturbed Assyrian 








prophet chiselled out on a stone tablet these words: “The 
arth is degenerating. . .. It is evident that the end of the 


world is speedily approaching.” No doubt the old Assyrian 
was a wise prophet. Certainly he was mistaken. 

Don’t bet too much that the world will be destroyed. The 
betting odds are against you. It is safer to plan on what you 
are going to do in a world that won’t be destroyed. But what 
kind of undestroved world will it be? I cannot tell you what 
kind it will be, but I can tell you what kind it can be if free 
people are willing to pay the price. 

I want to illustrate what can happen by examining a com- 
parable crisis 1200 years ago, for back there 1200 years ago 
nations took part in a drama almost exactly like that in which 
we are compelled to act today. I refer to the great Arabian 
Mohammedan conquests of exactly 100 years, 632-732 A.D. 
Mohammed died 632 A.D., and that year his followers began 
their incredible conquests. In the east they overran Palestine, 
Syria, Mesopotamia, Persia, and went all the way to China. 
In the west, they crossed Suez and Africa, crossed Gibraltar, 
conquered all of Spain and half of France. For a hundred 
years they were irresistible, and in the year 725 any objective 
person would have said that the Arabians would ultimately 
destroy the stronghold of Christianity, and Mohammedanism 
would be the dominant religion of the world. Then came 
that Battle of Tours in 732—and slowly, very slowly, the 
Arabian menace subsided. 

‘Two questions face the historian who traces the rise and 
fall of the Arab-Mohammedans. First, how were such in- 
credible conquests possible? To begin with, the Arabs, like 
the Communists today, had a fighting faith. Allah was the 
True God, and Mohammed was His Prophet. They believed 
it. ‘Chey were willing to die for it. So their small armies of 
3,000 to 4,000 men defeated huge, well-disciplined, armies, 
but weak in spirit and morale. 

Then, too, remember that the conquered people had little 
to lose. The miserable masses of Persia and Spain had been 
bullied and oppressed by governments out of touch with their 
needs and out of sympathy with their wants. The Arabs 
offered a new way of life. The Arabs made millions of 
converts. 

The next question is more difficult. Why, then, did the 
Arabs finally lose? There were especially four reasons. 
‘These reasons operate in what 1 would call the framework 
of a law of history, and apply to the Communist-Democratic 
struggle today: 

First, the Arabs tried to rule their whole conquered world 
rigidly from one center—Damascus—and rule it by force 
without allowing at all for local freedom, exactly as the Com- 
munists are trying to do from one center—M oscow—today 
and rule by force without allowing for local freedom. I say 
the Communists may enforce the rule-from-Moscow for 25 
years, or 30 or 40 years, but not longer. Time is on our side. 

Second, the Arabs lost because they digested their millions 
of converts imperfectly. Too many converts were not all 
true Moslems. ‘loo many were only pseudo Moslems. So 
with the Communists. They have millions of followers, 
imperfectly converted by terror and talk. They have promised 
them a new way of life. Now they are called on to redeem 
that promise, with penalties attached for failure. 

Third, the Arabs failed because when they invaded France 
they met something they had never faced anywhere, all the 
way from Persia to Spain. They met a tough enemy in those 
lranks, a tough enemy with spirit and morale that would 
not fold up. Until last June the Communists won easy 
Victories against little opposition. Now their day of easy 
victory is gone—and we'll see what they can do against. 
tough opposition. 
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Finally, we come to the fighting faith. I said that the 
Arabs won first and foremost because of their fighting faith. 
After a hundred years that fighting faith burned out. They 
were not so willing to die for Allah. After a hundred years 
the Communists, too, may be tired of waiting for that new 
way of life promised by their leaders, but which they cannot 
deliver. But we can’t wait a hundred years, and meanwhile 
the situation we face is that the Communists have that fight- 
ing faith—while we peoples in free societies have a faith that 
is pale and anemic by comparison. There is a certain irony 
in this. The United States is the greatest material power in 
the world. The United States gave the world mass produc- 
tion and we can still outproduce the world, and in particular 
we can outproduce the Russians, man for man, 8 to 1. The 
United States is the only nation in the world that can have 
comfort and prosperity for the mass of its people. The United 
States is the only nation in the world that can have both 
guns and butter. The United States is the one nation that 
has made capitalism and democracy work. Yet with all our 
material power, when the 1950 crisis came we never thought 
in terms of the opportunity of demonstrating to the world 
what we could do because we live in a free society. Here 
was the challenge. Here was the opportunity. What did 
we do? We started wondering if we—the stronger—could 
survive if Russia—the weaker—attacked us! We started 
looking for Gibraltars, forgetting that Gibraltar is only 
another name for Maginot Line and Corregidor, forgetting 
that the Maginot Line mentality is the mentality of de- 
feated men! 


We saw a humiliating demonstration of this at Lake Suc- 
cess last winter. General Wu of Communist China stood 
defiantly before the United Nations. General Wu _ repre- 
sented a country economically flat on its back. It had no 
heavy industries. It lacked food enough for its people. Gen- 
eral Wu didn’t seem to worry about that. With the fighting 
faith of the Communists, he was not concerned with survival ; 
he was out looking for opportunity; and he stood before the 
world organization of 60 nations representing 1,825 millions 
of people and in diplomatic language told them to climb a 
tree. And those timid delegates of democracies tried to 
oblige. As someone put it, “We used to have minute men; 
now we have let’s-wait-a-minute men.”” We have the power, 
yes. The Communists have the faith. 

There is another side to our faith and morale, however. At 
least I hope there is. I don’t believe we really lack faith in 
freedom. I think we just put it in cold storage except for 
emergencies. | remember those years 1939 to 1941 when 
Europe was aflame and America was still out. I remember 
my students—their constant whine for two whole years that, 
“Nobody has the right to ask me to give my life in a war 
that I don’t want,” until I was ashamed to witness their fear, 
so constant and so naked. I wanted to ask them not to profane 
their heritage, but remember that they had had forefathers 
who died that they might live in a free society. Now I am 
not a patient man, but I want it said that for two years I 
held my tongue. Then I remember December 8, 1941, when 
we set up a radio in my classroom and heard Congress vote 
its declaration of war on Japan. And in that room I saw 
fear leave the faces of those young men! Nobody could 
believe it who did not sit and watch it! One of them, in 
going out, spoke for all—and for all the young men of 
America: “All right, men, the suspense is over. Now we've 
got a job to do.” In the overtones of those words I heard 
the doom of Japan and Germany. It was not raw courage. 
It was faith, the faith of free men that their way of life is 
the strongest on earth. This, I believe, is the latent faith of 





America, although I confess I would like more tangible 
evidence of it now and then. 


lV 


What, then, is our part to be in this crisis? I want to 
suggest three things. 

First, face frankly the fact that the struggle between 
Communism and free societies will be long, like that between 
the Mohammedan Arabs and Christianity. No one in this 
room will live to see its end. Your children will not, nor 
perhaps even your grandchildren. Therefore, learn to live 
with it, and not let it wear you down. Free men ought to 
have staying power. 

For that reason I ought to say a special word to young 
men who face military service. We hear loose talk about 
modern war being more terrible and dangerous than ever 
before. But you are about to get a Bachelor’s degree, and 
I think educated people ought to know fact from fancy, so 
let’s look at the record. In the Mexican War, which lasted 
17 months, one soldier out of 10 died. In the Civil War, 
which lasted 4 years, one Union soldier out of 6 died. In 
World War I, which lasted 19 months, one soldier out of 35 
died. In World War 11, which lasted 45 months, one soldier 
out of 48 died. Modern wars disrupt economy, leave a moun- 
tain of debts, and multiply human misery—I know that. 
But they are easier on human life than were the old wars, 
thanks to anesthetics, blood plasma, miracle drugs, innocula- 
tions, and sanitation. My point is that the struggle will be 
long, but your chances of survival are excellent. And | am 
not forgetting rocket missiles and atom bombs. 


Second, remember that we cannot defeat Communism by 
war alone. War only destroys. It never creates. It can de- 
stroy evil as well as good, but it can create nothing. Suppose 
we fight another war and win it. Then what? The war 
would increase misery, and misery would increase Com- 
munism. The area of Communism would be enlarged, not 
lessened. I remind you that this is a struggle for the minds 
of men! I remind you that you can shoot men, but you 
cannot shoot an idea. A lot of people don't believe that. 
They give it lip-service, but don’t really believe it. They 
think that somehow—they are not quite sure how, but 
somehow—maybe you can shoot an idea with a bullet. But 
you cannot. You can destroy it only with the power of a 
better idea. Vherefore our free society must prove itself 
better than Communism in satisfying the inner needs of men. 
Frankly, I think we have not done this yet. 

For example we are still a strike-ridden country and a 
crime-ridden country. We can survive strikes and crime. We 
are tough enough to take it in our stride. But hundreds of 
millions of people in India, the Near East, and North Africa 
—hesitating between Communism and democracy—look on 
our strikes and crime as proof that we are simply a nation 
of gangsters. So they still hesitate between democracy and 
Communism. 

Again there are 214 billions of people on this planet. For 
every one that is white there are three who are black, brown, 
or yellow—and we have not learned to persuade them to like 
white men. We've got to learn a new concept of winning 
these people by peaceful persuasion, instead of our past 
method of bribes and threats. As a teacher of speech, I want 
to say that there is a lot of misunderstanding on what per- 
suasion is. You don’t persuade by false promises. You don’t 
persuade by eloquent words. Persuasion begins only when 
you understand the hopes, wants, ideals, and aspirations of 
other people. And the white Christian people of Western 
democracies, with their arrogant sense of racial superiority, 
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have never wanted to understand the hopes and wants of 
other people. But now, as Wallace Carroll has put it, we 
ist “Persuade or Perish.” 

Third, we must take care not to destroy democracy in our 
truggle to defend democracy. May I pause for identification ? 

What is democracy? It is not a form of government. Nor 
; it easy to define. Indeed we might say of it as Lincoln 
iid of Liberty, “The world has never had a good defini- 
on... and the American people, just now, are much in 
want of one.” But the inner spirit of democracy is respect 
tor human dignity. It is a rule by the majority with protec- 
tion of the rights of the minority. 

This is the spirit of democracy. 

But people tend to become like the thing they fight against, 
and a free nation fighting totalitarianism tends to become 
totalitarian. We therefore face a special danger in purges 
and loyalty oaths. Now I don’t want to be misunderstood. 
Like all Americans I have been sickened by the treason of 
the Hisses, Golds, and Rosenbergs. I have been a personal 
victim of Harry Bridges. | am fed up with the 11 Com- 
munists convicted in New York. I want the channels of 
conviction left free and open. But in doing this, we must not 
suppress freedom of thought. Yet we are going to face that 
danger, for in our fear for national security, there will be 
some people in government and out who will trample on the 
edges of the constitution and attempt to set up a system of 
thought control. In fact, we have already done it. Note some 
of the questions being asked on loyalty examinations: “Do 
you read a good many books?” with the presumption being 
that if you read many books you must, therefore, be a dan- 
verous citizen! “Do you believe that Negro blood should be 
segregated in the Red Cross blood bank?” with the pre- 
sumption being that if you are educated enough to know there 
is no difference between them, then you are a dangerous 
citizen! 

Another is the famous teachers’ oaths. I don’t need to 


discuss them beyond saying that certain would-be Americans 
want special oaths for teachers over and above those for 
judges, legislators, and governors—for teachers, they say, 
deal with ideas, and ideas are dangerous. The answer to 
that sort of persecution was given by the courts of Cali- 
fornia last April, when it threw out the special loyalty oaths 
as being a “gradual whittling away and the resulting dis- 
integration of the very pillars of our freedom.” 

I say that in a free society there is no safety in thought 
control, for when you have thought control you don’t have 
a free society. The world is full of dangerous ideas. In a 
dictator state you must insulate people from ideas. In a free 
society you allow free trade in ideas, and produce a nation 
of tough-minded realists who, as Dean Wilbur J. Bender 
of Harvard said, ““Know what they believe because they have 
faced the enemies of their beliefs.’ We must not, at the 
peak of our greatness, yield to the thought-control techniques 
of the Nazis and the police-state psychology of the Russians. 

Members of the Class of 1951: It is your generation that 
has the rendezvous with destiny. You were not allowed to 
choose the time in which you live. You live by chance at a 
time of crisis that will stand as a lofty summit across the 
centuries. You were not allowed to choose the nation in 
which you were born. The hinge of fate has made this nation 
leader in the struggle for the oppressed wherever darkness 
has fallen and the light of liberty has gone out. You are not 
allowed to say that you do not care for the welfare of other 
people, for the answer of John Donne is the final answer 
of all time: “No man is an Iland, intire of it selfe.””’ You 
are not allowed to say that for your part you want a life of 
security and repose, for there comes Justice Oliver Wendell 
Holmes’ sharp reminder that “security is an illusion, and 
repose is not the destiny of man.” So live, therefore, and so 
perform your part that free men across the future years will 
look back and say, ‘Here was a generation that did not seek 
security, but looked for opportunity.” 


Reverse Mr. Justice Holmes 


FOR THE SAKE OF THE LAW ITSELF, THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE AND OUR OWN PEACE OF MIND 


By HENRY R. LUCE, Publisher of Time, Lire, and FortTUNE Magazines, New York, N.Y. 
Delivered before the Southwestern Regional Convention of American Bar Association, 
Southern Methodist University, Dallas, Texas, April 19, 1951 


E heard this morning able speeches on The Law and 
\ Business, Ihe Law and Labor and The Law and 
Education. I propose to speak on The Law and 
Everything. This may seem to be an unwarranted extension 
of my assignment, The Press, but actually it is not, for the 
isiness of The Press is Everything—more or less. The 
original motto of Time was: “de omni re scibili et quis- 
busdam aliis’—of all things known and whatever else. A 
less elegant version of the same matter is that a good jour- 
nalist is one who knows a little about everything and not 
very much about anything. That still seems to leave us in a 
rather happier position than the modern specialist who is 
said to be learning more and more about less and less. 

The claim of right of the journalist to talk about Every- 
thing is one which, I think, you are inclined to grant—with 
somewhat the same indulgence that kings of old granted it 
to the court jester. And indeed the modern journalist might 
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be likened to the King’s fool. If the fool be both conscien- 
tious and prudent, he will contrive both to tell the truth and 
to get paid for it. That perhaps is why we call it the news- 
paper game. But I shall not be fool enough to betray to 
you,—at least not intentionally—the tricks of our trade. 
Indeed the solemn profession of our guild is that we have 
no tricks at all—that we are soberly dedicated to “objective 
truth.” In another age, such a claim might have been re- 
garded as the basis of a deliberate fraud, but since in this 
age we have been so well taught by the learned doctors of 
Harvard, Yale, and Southern Methodist University that 
there is no such thing as “objective truth’—outside of a 
physicist’s laboratory or an atom bomb—no substantial fraud 
is committed by this humorous claim. 

The claim of your profession to be concerned with capital 
J—Justice—may be taken similarly, I suppose, as a harmless 
tantasy. 
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But even though journalism may have the right to talk 
about the Law along with everything else, you will have 
noted that the Press in fact says very little about the Law 
as Law. To be sure, we are not laggard in exploiting the 
field of criminal justice—lower case “j.” But the Law 
itself enjoys an extraordinary immunity from public interest. 
And so do lawyers as lawyers. That’s one way in which they 
are smarter than anybody else. 

The American people are governed by lawyers—and they 
always have been. Thus in our gush of talk about politics 
and government we are speaking of lawyers— or ex-lawyers. 
But in modern times, there are very few lawyers whom even 
educated laymen know of as lawyers. 

Fortunately for me there is currently one lawyer who is 
known even to movie fans—the late Mr. Justice Oliver 
Wendell Holmes. 

As soon as I thought of him I knew that whatever I might 
have to say today could be said in terms of the towering 
figure of the Magnificent Yankee. 

But just what was it that I wanted to say—out of my 
heart, and, to use a criterion which has Holmes’ stamp on it, 
“out of my experience”? 

As a young man, I knew of Holmes as an immensely 
attractive figure and it seemed unthinkable not to concur in 
the liberal adoration of the old gentleman. 

But then some while later, as our world was shaken by 
catastrophic events one after another, I began, like most 
people, like all of you, I’m sure, to try to look a little more 
deeply into the nature of things. And—along with many 
other matters—this involved taking another look at Holmes, 
especially as after his death the glorious myth grew, and his 
name was placed on the high altars of our culture and en- 
shrined in books, both popular and learned, in essays, 
biographies, plays and motion picture. And the more I 
looked at Oliver Wendell Holmes, the more troubled I 
became. 

And so, looking forward to being with you today, I 
thought I would try to define this trouble and to present it 
to you. 

I discovered, of course, that the task of identifying the 
Holmes trouble has already been done, and far better than 
any layman could hope to do it. It has been done especially 
well by Mr. Harold McKinnon in the April 1950 issue of 
the American Bar Association Journal. 


Mr. McKinnon, as many of you will recall, opens his 
article as follows: 


“Two things about Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes 
need reconciliation. He had a very bad philosophy. Yet 
he ranks among the greatest men of our time. 

“His philosophy was agnostic, materialistic, hopeless of 
the attainment of any ultimate truth, meaning or standard 
of value.” 


And my question to you is this—an honest question asking 
an honest answer: Does it really matter that Holmes had a 
very bad philosophy? 

The characteristic American answer would, I suppose, be: 
“No—if Holmes was a good man and did good, his phi- 
losophy doesn’t matter—and anyway it couldn’t have been 
too bad.” That would be the characteristic American answer 
—and the American having made that answer would feel 
unhappy about it, uneasy, worried, puzzled, wondering. 

And this uneasy answer, I submit, indicates, as unmistak- 
ably as the finger of a clock, the point at which America has 
arrived: we have arrived at the point historically where we 
can no longer proceed with any health or happiness on the 


blithe assumption that it doesn’t matter what any of us 
believe—or whether there is really anything to believe. 

I submit to you today that we ought to believe what is 
true, and that the truth is that we live in a moral universe, 
that the laws of this country and of any country are invalid 
and will be in fact inoperative except as they conform to a 
moral order which is universal in time and space. Holmes 
held that what I have just said is untrue, irrelevant and even 
dangerous. 

I submit to you further that you as lawyers have one 
urgent task more important than all others—to reverse Mr. 
Justice Holmes—and to do so for the sake of The Law itself, 
for the sake of the American people, and for the sake of our 
own individual peace of mind. 

There is one great thing—among others—to be said for 
Mr. Holmes. He knew what he believed. Most of his dis- 
ciples today don’t. Do you? 

What did Holmes believe? He believed, most impor- 
tantly, that there is no ultimate truth anywhere to be believed 
in. 

Since that was his clearly stated belief, some of his more 
melodramatic dicta which I shall quote are not of the con- 
text of his general thought. 

Holmes said: “there is no reason for attributing to man a. 
significance different in kind from that which belongs to a 
baboon or a grain of sand.” 

Holmes said that men have no natural rights; and if a 
man will fight for what he calls his rights, so will a dog fight 
for a bone. 

Holmes said: “Truth is the majority vote of that nation 
that can lick all others.” 

Holmes said: “I believe that force... is the ultima ratio.” 

The “clear and present” labels of this philosophy are 
materialism, militarism, relativism, agnosticism and, in the 
most charming and civilized sense of the word, cynicism. 

Such was the fully disclosed belief of this American hero. 
And note well, dolmes was essentially a spiritual hero—one 
who disclosed and revealed truth. Mr. Justice Frankfurter 
says that Holmes is Plato’s “philosopher become King’ and 
the late Mr. Justice Cardozo speaks of Holmes as “‘the great 
overlord of the Law and its philosophy.” 

And note well, again, that the fame and glory of Mr. 
Justice Holmes did not arise from his popularity with the 
common man. It was the elite who successfully promoted 
his canonization. It was not only the rising elite of the Law; 
he appealed also to writers, artists, and nearly the whole of 
the academic world. Though he was skeptical about reform, 
he appealed to social reformers. The victorious liberals and 
their fellow travelers of the ’30’s put his name—along with 
Jefferson’s—on their banner, while neglecting or rejecting 
the names of Washington, Adams, Madison, Hamilton and 
Marshall. This fact cannot be dismissed as a mere aberation 
of children following a Pied Piper, nor the sudden insanity 
of Gadarene swine. The worship of Holmes was connected 
with much, perhaps most, of what was good in the recent 
past of our nation. 

But what had this veneration of Holmes to do with his 
philosophy? Was he canonized because of or in spite of 
his philosophy? Partly both. And here I should like to make 
full acknowledgment of the sympathetic view that can be 
taken of Holmes’ philosophy. Certainly it has corollaries, 
especially as he drew them, that were attractive in the ancient 
Stoics and always will be. Courage, style, the love of learn- 
ing and of excellence—we shall never have enough of these 
Holmesian qualities. Moreover, he used these qualities, along 
with his enormous vitality, to undertake a work in the world 
that needed doing in his time. 











598 


Vital Speeches of the Day 





When I say his work needed doing, I venture into a field 
you know better than I. Holmes, | take it, was the elder 
prophet (Roscoe Pound being the younger) of that school 
of American legal realism which brought our 19th century 
jurisprudence back into touch with the facts of life. He and 
his triends forced your profession to admit that other disci- 
plines, such as Mr. Brandeis’ sociology, had something to 
contribute to the perennial quest for justice; that the distri- 
bution of property, especially in a democracy, has some 
bearing on the right to it; and that even judges may be 
subject to bias and indigestion. Since these propositions were 
an open secret among all who sued in our courts or voted in 
our elections, it was well that they be brought to the atten- 
tion of our “aristocrats of the robe.””’ The Holmesians under- 
took this corrective work. They fought a long battle, which 
ended in 1937, but from which the Law has not recuperated 
yet, for in correcting one evil they created a worse—the 
undermining of the Law itself. 

Holmes’ 


only cl 


philosophy foreshadowed this disaster. Yet the 
iarge to be leveled at that philosophy is that it denies 
the immutability and unity of Truth. Does it matter? Do 
we care? 

It seems to me that it does and. we do. I give you this 
observation as a journalist trying to discern the signs of the 
times-——it seems to me that we as a nation have come to the 
point where the most immediately urgent questions are pre- 
cisely those questions which are perennial and profound. 
Can we believe anything? What, then, do we believe? That, 
I think, is already the No. | question in America, outranking 
in historical priority even our fight against Soviet Russia. 

[ could not hope to persuade you that this assertion is true 
unless | could make an appeal to the pragmatism that lies 
close to the heart of every American. Why is it so urgent to 
settle now philosophic questions which will never finally be 
settled until Kingdom Come? Let me illustrate the prag- 
matic necessity by reminding you how Americans look—how 
you look—-to people in Europe, in Asia, to people everywhere 
overseas. You do not look good. We do not look good. I 
think you know that. The picture they paint of us, you 
resent—and so do I. They say we are materialists—the 
spawn ot a materialism preferable to that of Communism, 
but materialists nevertheless. They say that we are only 
in motor cars, bathtubs, ice boxes, 
ind v.v. We rebut that description, and in part the rebuttal 
is accepted. Yes, we have many good qualities—“human”’ 
we are generous, open-hearted, kindly, in a sort of 
tuctless way, ete. But when all is said, America and the 
Americans still do not present an attractive picture to the 
world. Why? Because the people of the world do not feel 
that we stand for anything—nor for anything deeply and 
fundamentally relevant to the mighty drama of human 
destiny——with its eternal dialectic of tragedy and redemption. 


\nd do we stand tor something? 


interested in gadgets 


qualit es 


How about the Law? 
[do we stand for the Law? What Law? Coming from where 
and going where? And with what relation to universal truth 
beyond the pragmatic boundaries of Texas politics! Now if 
vou could give answers to these questions (with all humility 
in the face of an infinite universe and yet clear answers )— 
then the world would hear. 

When I say you—I mean of course you, on behalf of all 
of us. 

But who can give this answer? Could the Supreme Court? 
I tell you that the Supreme Court of the United States 
could win the world-wide battle for the minds of man by one 
humble affirmation of faith that we and all men live in a 





moral universe. The Supreme Court could win this battle 
but not without reversing Mr. Justice Holmes. Oh, they 
might not have to reverse 2 single one of his legal opinions. 
They would have to reverse simply his philosophy—his clear 
and beautiful and brave and mistaken notion of Truth. 

But you are still not convinced. If a nation lacks the 
understanding that comes from reason and faith; if a nation 
lacks faith, it cannot overnight achieve faith as an expedient 
means of avoiding disaster. 

So, I say to you this nation still has the faith. The faith is 
there beneath all the dreadful clutter and confusion of our 
noise, The faith is there; it needs only to be evoked. 


As a test case, let me present to you a statement of The 
American Proposition—in two brief paragraphs. For this 
statement I am indebted to my colleagues of ForTUNE, 
Mr. Russell Davenport and Mr. John K. Jessup. These two 
paragraphs give the philosophic basis of the founding of the 
United States of America. They are historically sound. I 
do not think any historian could seriously challenge them. 

But what is historically true is not necessarily true for 
today and for our future destiny. That is what you have to 
decide. Here is the test case—in only two paragraphs—as 
follows: 

“The essence of the American Proposition can be under- 
stood only against the long religious history of mankind. 
. . . Freedom is real because man is created by God in the 
‘image’ of God. Man carries within him something that 
the merely animal does not have, the divine spark, the 
‘image’. The human individual thus has a special status 
with regard to all other things and beings on earth: he 
must live, and must be entitled to live, by the laws of God, 
not just by the laws and directives of men. 

“According to the American Propostion, this special 
status of the individual is couched in certain Rights... . 
These Rights are ‘unalienable,’ grounded in the universe 
itself, reflecting universal laws of nature: that is to say, 
they are natural, not merely political, Rights.” 

Between the general philosophy stated there and the gen- 
eral philosophy of Holmes there is no middle ground. As 
an inescapable consequence, there is no middle ground be- 
tween the political philosophy stated there and the political 
philosophy by Holmes. A choice must be made. 

In suggesting that the Supreme Court make solemn pro- 
nouncement of its choice, I am not being entirely whimsical. 
I realize 1 intrude upon your lawyers’ instinct. You will 
say that philosophical utterances from the court are at best 
mere obiter dicta. Look deeper. Look deeper. 

To borrow for a moment, the notion of social contract: 
this nation was founded unarguably, upon a social contract 
expressed in those two paragraphs. That social contract has 
been breached and violated—its moral basis undermined by 
humanistic explanations. That social contract must be re- 
stored and made whole. Either that or you will have a totally 
different social contract, to which, Gentlemen, many of you 
will mot in conscience give your allegiance. 1 am suggesting 
today that it is above all the challenge to the legal profession 
to find means to spread across the American sky the news 
that the Law by which we seek to live, however imperfect a 
copy it may be, is nevertheless grounded in the Law of the 
Universe. 

Unless the true social contract is most explicitly reestab- 
lished, confusion will spread. Confusion, which is already 
the word by which this mighty nation most commonly de- 
scribes itself, will spread and spread and spread. Heroic 
measures are required: heroic measures of mind and spirit. 
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Is it beyond your skill and ingenuity to bring into all the 
great Courts in our land, the clear issue as to what we do 
deeply believe about the Law? Somehow in our time this 
case will be tried. It may be your supreme service to bring 
the issue to trial before it is too late. 

You may say that you cannot talk in the 20th century the 
language of the 18th or 13th. Very well—then “restate” the 
American Proposition. You have only to believe that Truth 
itself is great—so great that not all the physical laboratories 
and not all the books in all the libraries can obscure the 
radiance of what is forever true. 

The secular order is conformable to the spiritual order 
when it accepts, in reason if not in faith, the moral basis of 
all things. This was the basis of the American social con- 
tract. It can be so again. 

In this social contract there is full liberty of conscience. 
Anyone can doubt anything. The believer is indebted to the 
doubter for constant reminder that Truth is always greater 
than we think and the doubter is indebted to the believer for 
his very life and existence and partial sanity. 

And now, gentlemen, if I have spoken extravagantly, I 
ask your indulgence and plead that if your profession is in 
want of anything, it is not in want of sobriety, caution, dis- 
cretion, prudence; if it is in want of anything, it is in want 


of extravagance, enthusiasm, heroism, and these qualities | 
would willingly incite. 

One word more, I have challenged your profession while 
being myself a member of another profession—or at least, 
vocation. Then let me say that the sins and shortcomings of 
my vocation are serious; and they are also very apparent for 
all to see. The problems of The Law are less visible to the 
casual citizen. Surely we agree that all of us—all professions 
—all Americans, are deep into the greatest crisis of our 
history and therefore all of us should strive to do all that we 
can to meet the profound challenge to all that is good. But 
your profession is many centuries senior to mine—and, in 
fact, mine isn’t a profession at all. Thus I accord to you 
the prior position in the great struggle for Liberty and Order 
—Liberty under Law. In my view, it is not the primary duty 
or competence of The Press to discover and declare the 
standards of faith and excellence by which men and nations 
must live. But it is the duty of The Press—and should be 
its most joyful duty—to be an honest broker between the 
great thinkers and the great prophets of truth and the mass 
of men. If in your so great and honored profession, there 
shall arise deeds of heroism—heroism of the mind and spirit 
—I pray that we of The Press will not be far behind to 
note and to give thanks. To give thanks that man’s humanity 
is restored to him in the sign of faith. 





Three Practical Suggestions 


YOUR REPUTATION, JOB AND CITIZENSHIP 
By ALBERT CONWAY, Justice of the New York State Court of Appeals 


Delivered at Commencement Exercises, Manhattan College, Riverdale, N. Y., June 12, 1951 


HIS, my friends, is your “Commencement” day and 

therefore 1 wish to say something to each of you that 

may be of benefit and service. Since this is the day on 
which you, in many senses, truly “commence’”’ your lives, it 
is peculiarly your day. Yet there are others here who have 
contributed much of themselves in order to prepare you for 
that “commencement.” 

Your parents have looked forward to this day almost from 
the moment of your birth and they are to be congratulated. 
You will never appreciate what they have accomplished for 
you and what self-discipline the effort to reach this accom- 
plishment meant to them, until you endeavor to do the same 
for someone else. All present here congratulate them and 
are proud of them as well as of you. 

Then your professors here are to be congratulated. It was 
no easy task to turn out a product such as we see before us 
in the Class of 1951. The disciplining and cultivation of 
the youthful mind has always been one of the greatest con- 
tributions a man may make for the betterment of the human 
race and the betterment of conditions upon this earth. The 
Brothers of the Christian Schools have been doing that since 
the order was founded by St. John Baptist De La Salle in 
1691. Consider what the Founder and the Order have 
achieved in two hundred sixty years: the establishment of 
schools for the poor; the substitution of class instruction in 
place of individual instruction; the establishment of the first 
trade school, the first high school, the first teachers’ training 
college; blazing the trail of modern education. No doubt 
both you and the good Brothers were sorely tried and weary 
at times but now on this day you look upon each other with 


mutual affection and respect for : ou can say each to the 
other ‘““Well done” and that is the highest tribute men can 
offer to each other when they have been laboring together 
to reach a common goal. 

Now to return to you and me. A speaker at a college 
“commencement” should give a little practical advice and 
not indulge in platitudes. You know a great many things 
theoretically but not so many practical things. That is to be 
expected. | may tell you, and my experience is a common 
one, that 1 could answer more questions with assurance at 
the end of my first year in law school, than I have ever been 
able to answer with equal assurance since. So I am going to 
give you one practical piece of advice which it will take you 
some years to realize is as extremely practical as it is. To 
do so I shall ask you to recall that when you studied Shakes- 
peare’s Julius Caesar you found a line which read: “It is 
meet that noble minds keep ever with their likes * * * .” 
You and I have listened to sermons and talks in which we 
were told to keep away from bad company. We listened to 
the adage “Show me your company and I will tell you what 
you are.” We were not inclined to pay too much attention 
to the speakers. We did not realize that the advice was not 
new even when Shakespeare wrote it in 1599. Nor did we 
realize that it was not advice at all but a practical rule of 
conduct in life. Yet when Brother Thomas asked me to 
speak to you, there was in the public mind and eye, an’ in- 
vestigation before a congressional committee and there was 
being discussed again that which had been discussed and 
acted upon in the prosecutions at Nuremburg—guilt by asso- 
ciation. “That means keeping bad company. My dear gradu- 
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ates, it is meet and proper and sensible for men of noble 
minds to “keep ever with their likes,” and to associate in 
business and profession with honorable, straight thinking, 
(jod-fearing men of good reputation. 

Today you will receive a degree, a diploma, a tablet if 
you please. It will be pure white—without a blemish. You 
are going to make impressions upon that tablet. Your daily 
acts will make the impressions and when you seek prefer- 
ment or promotion, whether in business or profession, those 
act-impressions will be studied and you will be judged. There 
never was a time when each individual act of a man was so 
closely watched and carefully recorded. If he goes to the 
legislature as a member, every vote upon every measure is 
recorded in a dozen files for future reference. If he makes 
a speech upon a topic which is attracting attention at the 
time, whether it be affecting politics or business, law or 
medicine, science or the arts, note is made of it. The type 
of business he does, the character of those who consult him 
in his profession and the specialty he may pursue, the char- 
acter of the people with whom he surrounds himself, all 
gradually make for him a reputation in the community and 
he is likely to find himself labelled—and with a label which 
he will find it well nigh impossible ever to remove. We must 
remember always that a man’s reputation is made not be- 
cause of a few outstanding events in his life but because of 
little things. It is from totaling the small details in a man’s 
professional or business life that we form our picture of his 
true character. It is from his daily acts. In connection with 
important events, with a goodly portion of the community 
looking on, no man acts dishonorably. 

‘Take the best advice you can procure before you take your 
first job. Hereafter you will always have to state what your 
first job was. If it was with people of fine character, you 
will boast of it. If with the wrong people, you will be ex- 
plaining it and in the appraising world, no one wishes or 
has time for explanations or excuses. So, take care, get 
started right. In taking that first job please do not let it 
have any weight with you whether or not you will have a 
pension forty years from now. That is not to say that if 
you wish above all things to be a banker, or engineer or 
advertising man that you should not associate yourself with 
the most outstanding organization in the country or the 
world. If that draws pension rights in its wake, so much 
the better but do not select an occupation using as a deter- 
minant the fact that you will when old receive a pension. 
A man who believes he was born in the image and likeness 
of God, and who lives in a land where he can reach any 
heights without limitation by blood or class, who begins at 
twenty to think of a pension at sixty-five, misconceives the 
purpose of his life. A man is entitled in our country to 
opportunity. He must not sell his birth-right for a mess of 
pottage. The world can only move backward if managed 
by those who place material security first. We must think 
and talk not of what America makes but of the things which 
make America. 

You have been well trained to date. You have religion 
and education. The Brothers of the Christian Schools have 
taught you, as only they can, that each of you is as worth- 
while as any man who walks this earth. You know that 
about twenty-five years from now, men who are your age 
today are going to be managing this world or segments of it. 
They will be managing the churches, the colleges and schools, 
the business corporations, the legal and medical professions 


and the governments still remaining in the world. Many of 
those who will be managers are men of your age today and 
who have today less advantages and less ability and training 
than you have now. They will be the leaders. Where will 
you be? Will you be among them? Have you latent or 
patent qualities of leadership? All who will be leaders 
twenty-five years hence will be disciplined for the task either 
by themselves ‘or by the bludgeoning of circumstances. To 
be at the top you must pay in terms of the things you do 
without or avoid doing. Each of you has opportunities such 
as no man of your age has ever had before. Think of it. 
Of the billions of people who have lived on this earth in 
the period of recorded history, only one-half of one percent 
has had the freedom you possess. Use your opportunities to 
help the human race. Believe that you can make this earth 
a little better than it was when you came and then make 
your belief come to pass. What a challenge! You with your 
ideals and your education and with all the world before you 
in which to carve out your destiny are certainly not going 
to be satisfied with anything short of a place in large affairs. 
To be weak and to confess yourselves satisfied with small 
place would mean that you were false to yourselves. 

Take an interest in your community and in local politics— 
not necessarily by running for office. Some were not made 
for that but all can take an interest at the so-called “grass- 
roots’—at the bottom. Don’t look down your nose at poli- 
ticians but become interested in your local organization. The 
leader there is anxious to know what his neighbors wish 
and are thinking and to act accordingly. I have said many 
times that if twenty business and professional men would 
attend at the local headquarters in their district and con- 
tribute of their brains and experience, as participating citizens 
in a republic should, they would either revolutionize the 
political thinking there or their own thinking. Interest your- 
self in politics, then, and do not hesitate to disagree on a 
matter of principle. Remember that whatever business or 
profession you enter, there is one task you must learn to 
perform. You must learn to be a good citizen—to be familiar 
with what the Founding Fathers intended in the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the Constitution and because of 
which we have outstripped every other nation on this earth. 
In boy scouting we say that we are training boys to be 
participating citizens in a democracy. How can one be a 
participating citizen unless he gets in and attends political 
meetings with his neighbors instead of thinking only of his 
own business or professional affairs. I shall close with a 
quotation from an address of President Coolidge to the 
graduates of the Naval Academy in 1925 which expresses 
what I have in mind. It applies to you and to every one 
within reach of my voice. 

“But while you will serve the Nation in this special 
field of endeavor, you will not forget that the real pro- 
fession of every American is citizenship. Under our 
institutions each individual is born to sovereignty. What- 
ever he may adopt as a means of livelihood, his real 
business is serving his country. He can not hold him- 
self above his fellow men. The greatest place of com- 
mand is really the place of obedience, and the greatest 
place of honor is really the place of service. It is your 
duty in the part you propose to take to make the largest 
contribution you can to the general citizenship of your 
country.” 


Good luck and God bless each of you. 
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What Is America’s Answer? 


A NEW RELIGION FACES US 


By RT. REV. ROBERT M. HATCH, Suffragan Bishop, Protestant Episcopal Diocese of Connecticut 
Delivered at Baccalaureate Exercises, Trinity College, Hartford, Conn., June 17, 1951 


cold nor hot. I would thou wert cold or hot. 

. . - Because thou sayest, | am rich, and in- 
creased with goods, and have need of nothing; and 
knowest not that thou are wretched and miserable 
and poor and blind and naked, I counsel thee to 
buy of me gold tried in the fire... . As many as I 
love, I rebuke and chasten. Be zealous therefore 
and repent.” (Revelation 3:15-19.) 


I. 


Those words are in the Book of Revelation. They were 
written as a message from Christ received in a vision by the 
author of that book. They were addressed to the church in 
Laodicea. 

The Book of Revelation was written in the twilight of 
Hellenic civilization. On all sides the world which men 
knew was breaking apart and falling to pieces. The bar- 
barian invasions were menacing that world. Anarchy and 
war were about to engulf it. Men were living on borrowed 
time as they watched the world they knew and loved 
crumbling into the dust. 

The Christians of that time knew that only the trans- 
cendent power of God could be counted on in such a cata- 
clysm and that only the noblest and most heroic kind of faith 
could see men through. That is why the author of the Book 
of Revelation wrote with such feeling about the Church in 
Laodicea. The times called for heroism, nobility of spirit, 
self-sacrifice to the death, and a faith in God that would be 
like a rock foundation in a raging sea. Nothing less than 
that would do. And yet in Laodicea it was business as usual 
and a casual and easy-going Christianity. 

Laodicea was a great trading and banking center in the 
ancient world. It was prosperous, self-satisfied and smug. 
The church in Laodicea was no better than the town. Like 
the town, it was smug and half-asleep. No wonder it was 
the weakest and most half-hearted of all the churches in the 
ancient world. 

And so the author of the Book of Revelation, who read all 
too clearly the signs of the times, lashed at the church of 
Laodicea in some of the most scathing language in the New 
Testament. Neither hot nor cold—just lukewarm and smug! 
Rich in material things but wretched and miserable in the 
things of the spirit! Trying to muddle through in the same 
old complacent way, and yet faced with an ordeal by fire! 
How could any group of people be so blind? How could 
any church be so indifferent to the call of Christ? 


Il. 


The Book of Revelation was written around the year 
95 A.D., almost nineteen hundred years ago. And yet there 
has never been a time when the message of Revelation seemed 
more pertinent than it does today. Change the name Lao- 
dicea to America and you have a good text for 1951. & 

We are living today at the close of an era when the kind 
of world we have known is slipping away. That by itself 
might not be such a terrible thing. Change can often be 


[ KNOW thy works, that thou art neither 


good. What makes the picture so dark today is the fact that 
we are face to face with a new religion that is out to create a 
different kind of world. 

Make no mistake about it. Communism is a religion. It 
is not mere economics. It is not mere sociology. It is not 
mere Russian nationalism on the warpath, like the insane 
nationalism of Hitler and Mussolini. It is a religion, zealous, 
fanatical, missonary. It knows no bounds of race or class or 
nationality. It is out to win the world. 

This new religion was founded by a man who was first a 
Jew, then a Lutheran, finally an atheist. The personal pil- 
grimage of Karl Marx left a deep imprint on the new reli- 
gion. From the Hebrew prophets he took a vision of social 
justice and the belief that violent social change is inevitable. 
From Christianity he took the conception of the Day of Judg- 
ment, when all the sins and failures of our society would be 
punished and when the oppressed would at last be given their 
place in the sun. From atheism he took the conviction that 
man, and man alone, would bring about the Day of Judg- 
ment through the revolution of the proletariat. In place of 
God, men would sit on the Judge’s bench. 

In a world where man’s faith in God has already grown 
dim, this new religion is a message of hope for millions. 
Victims of all the evils of our western civilization find in it 
the promise of salvation. Industrial workers who have no 
economic security, colonial peoples who are sick and tired of 
foreign exploitation, the have-nots all over the world who 
lack the bare essentials in food and clothing—to many of 
these the new religion comes like a ray of hope. i 

More than that! The followers of this new religion are 
not smug, easy-going and half-hearted. It is more important 
to them than life itself, and they tell their potential con- 
verts:—‘‘We are in this with you. We mean business. It 
is not mere talk with us. We are going to go right down on 
the firing line with you, to stick by you all the way. What’s 
more, the future is with us. Nothing can stop us. The day 
of reckoning is almost here.” 

This is not mere economics. It is not any kind of national- 
ism. It is religion—a new religion torn from Judaism, 
Christianity and atheism. 


Ill. 


How are we going to meet it? What do we have that will 
stand against it? 

The American way of life? That is a widespread answer 
in our country today. Show the have-nots all over the world 
how prosperous we are. Show them how many gadgets we 
have. Show them how we govern ourselves. Just give them 
a blueprint of our well-fed way of life and let them copy it. 
Tell them they ought to be proud to be like us. No wonder 
they hate us for it. 

Or perhaps a more violent answer is the thing. Many 
Americans have this idea. Just drop a lot of atomic bombs 
on them. Blow them off the face of the earth. I wonder 
where we would stop. Moscow? Vladivostock? The 
Balkans? China? Where? Blow them all up? Blow up 
most of the world? Start an endless chain of blowing people 
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up? Is that the only answer that we, a so-called Christian 
ountry are prepared to give? 
IV. 

‘The only way to fight fire is with fire. The only way to 
fight a false religion is with true religion. But it cannot be 
the soft, easy-going, complacent thing which we have called 
Christianity for so long a time. It means a new Christianity, 
more real and more intense than anything that most of us 
have ever known. It means the kind of Christianity that the 
tuther of Revelation had in mind when he denounced the 
church in Laodicea. It means getting down on the same 
level with the underprivileged people of this earth and 
aving, ‘‘We’re in this with you—all the way.” 

Where do we start? Everywhere. In our own personal 
lives for one thing. Making our own personal lives a lot 
more in keeping with all that God expects them to mean. 
Deepening our prayer life. Supporting our church by attend- 
ing it every week and by trying to get something out of it 
that will make us a little nobler and a little stronger. Learn- 
ing about our Christian faith, and telling our pagan neigh- 
bors something about it. Being missionaries, if you will, 
because we know that this is a life-and-death struggle and 
that the hour is five minutes before midnight. 

But we cannot stop there. We have got to do something 


about our country. We have got to make our country more 


worthy of the name Christian. We have got to show the 
oppressed people of the world that here in America there is 
such a thing as social justice, and such a thing as brotherhood 
between classes and races, and such a thing as security for 
the old and jobs for the young and opportunity for the man 
at the bottom of the ladder. It means fighting against every 
form of meanness and bigotry and class and racial hate, and 
against all the corruption and wire-pulling and cynicism that 
corrode our national life. It means even more than that. It 
means the end of paganism in America and of half-baked 
Christianity, and the beginning of something far more in- 
tense and more sincere than anything we have known in the 
past. E 

And, finally, it means going out into the world and saying 
to the millions of have-nots, ““We’re in this with you—all 
the way. We want to help you to have a new and better 
way of life. We're going to sacrifice to make that possible. 
We're going to work with you, not against you, because 
we're Christians, and a Christian is a person who stops when 
he sees a bleeding man in the gutter and tries to bring him 
back to life. 

It is no longer a matter of words now. It is a matter of 
deeds. And until we are prepared to make the sacrifice and 
put the Christian Gospel into action the new religion is going 
to go right on winning the world, even though we cover 
this country with stockpiles of atomic bombs. 


Darkness Into Dawn 


WORLD CHALLENGED TO AWAKE FROM MATERIALISM 
By ERWIN D. CANHAM, Editor, Christian Science Monitor, Boston, Mass. 


dD: liv ere d at Kic l 


Auditorium, St. Louis, Missouri, March 1; at The Principia College, Elsah, Illinois, March 3; 


at the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, Houston, Texas, March 18, and at Commencement 
Exercises, Simmons College, Boston, Mass., June 11, 1951 


I'l me begin by quoting, once more, from a man who 

combines in his own culture the best in West and East: 

Dr. Malik, the Minister of the Lebanon to the United 
States: 

“If the thirsty souls of honest-seeking men throughout the 
world are going to be satisfied, a mighty, living, true faith 
must be discovered or created to balance the militant faith 
of Communism. . .. The need in this physically unified 
world is for something just as universal as communism but 
infinitely more profound and true. 

‘The present crisis is therefore a great opportunity. It will 
call forth deep searchings of heart which must lead to the 
finding of adequate spiritual answers, for too long have we 
buried and shelved our ultimate values, for too long have we 
been distracted from them by lesser things. The day of 
reckoning has come when we can no longer afford the luxury 
of living in the plains, but must rise to the heights where once 
again the gods can speak to men. 

‘The tribulation of the days to come will bring upon man 
a tresh visitation of destiny, the purification of heart which 
comes from contact with the ultimate and awful. And in 
East and West alike our spiritual and intellectual leaders will 
seek new dimensions and they will find them. They will ask: 
‘Is it true that Marxism is the final dispensation that has 
canceled and absorbed all that we have known for thousands 
of years to be true and good and noble and ultimate?’ And 








they will bless the names of Marx and Lenin for having 
roused them from their slumber and forced them to inquire 
after their good and [to] return to their god.” 


AWAKENING STRESSED 


Those are, indeed, the dimensions in which we must re- 
gard the crisis. But Dr. Malik does not mean that mankind 
need to originate some new faith or ideology. He knows 
that the truth about God and man and human society has 
already come—that it is here waiting to be understood and 
applied. He tells us to inquire after our good and return to 
our God. Elsewhere in the same stirring address he calls 
upon the mind to lift itself above the mists of matter and 
assert its natural dominion over nature. 


The problem, therefore, is not to originate anything new, 
not to discover any new God or new concept. The problem 
is to awaken, to understand, to proclaim, to demonstrate, 
to act. 

Let us approach this problem tonight through four main 
topics: First, the long-range crisis embodied in the phrase: 
“The Twilight of Materialism.” Second, the short-range 
crisis summarized in the words: “Filling the Power Vacu- 
ums.” Third, let us take an inventory of the spiritual and 
material strength of the free world. And fourth, let us out- 
line a program of action for individual and collective par- 
ticipation. 
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I. THe Lonc-RANceE Crisis: TWILIGHT OF MATERIALISM 


What has happened to the world and humankind at the 
mid-century? Why have we come to this testing time in the 
affairs of men and nations? 

The same answer can be phrased in many different ways. 

One way of putting it is to say that beliefs in the reality 
of matter and of materialism have gone bankrupt. Human- 
kind in the last century has made more progress in con- 
trolling its material environment than in all the years of 
human history before. But this same period has also been 
called an age of materialism. For most of the century, 
mechanistic concepts dominated the most authoritative human 
thinking. Each successive step in the mastery of nature in- 
creased humankind’s confidence in itself. Mankind, now 
that nature was being more fully controlled, was itself going 
out of control. The task for man was to learn how to dis- 
cipline himself. 

The answer to the problem of self-control has always been 
with us. But our faith in its applicability was shaken as we 
made false gods of materiality, of rationality alone, of the 
pride and egotism of mortal man viewing himself as the 
master of nature. 

The answer begins with the awareness, which we have 
from Judaic experience, of one God and one Law; the Ten 
Commandments. It continues with Christ Jesus’ simple 
statement of the Golden Rule and his daily application of 
universal love. Here we have an adequate plan for com- 
munal living, for brotherhood. It is based upon respect for 
God and for every individual brother man. 


Procress IN BROTHERHOOD 


The time has now come when survival itself demands the 
application of these basic rules. Actually, as I shall show 
later, we have made far more progress in living brotherhood 
than we usually credit ourselves with. These rules first 
dawned upon man’s consciousness when he was living a 
simple, pastoral life. They must be applied today in a com- 
plex industrial society. F 

It is the very coming of that society which has made a 
spiritual awakening more urgent. But the emergence of a 
new relationship between man and nature is not merely a 
challenge. It is also a great achievement, an opportunity, an 
immense step forward which potentially can free us from 
slavery to matter and materiality. 


Again to quote a phrase from Dr. Malik: “The mind, by 
the very act of piercing the structure and behavior of the 
material universe, places itself above that universe.” 


This is what has happened measurably in the western 
world. It has not yet happened in Asia. A considerable part 
of the great ferment now going on in the world is Asia’s 
inchoate awareness that it must achieve this new relationship 
with nature. Asia must study man’s spiritualized capacity 
to control nature, it must probe and analyze, it must free 
itself from a fear of nature, it must become at home with 
natural elements and learn to master them. 

EAGER FOR FRUITAGE 

The very fact that part of the world has learned to handle 
many of the forces of nature and apply them to its own 
betterment has made all mankind eager for the fruitage of 
the conquest. Men everywhere have begun to learn—how- 
ever dimly—that better things are possible, that poverty and 
hunger are no longer inescapable necessities, that human 
well-being, not catastrophe, can be a law of nature. 

Ravaged by flood and famine, by earthquake and pesti- 
lence, Asia has in the past submissively bowed to nature. 


Now, however, humankind has come beyond that point. The 
news has spread. And Asia can never achieve the true rela- 
tionship of modern man to nature until it yields some part, 
at least, of its mystic submissiveness and fatalism. It must 
be unafraid to question, bold to challenge, insistent to under- 
stand. 

Communism will not give to Asia this needful under- 
standing of nature. The adequate fruitage of scientific 
achievement cannot come in the imprisoned minds of the 
police state. If communism sweeps Asia, that awakening 
continent will be cheated and defrauded. For man cannot 
master nature when he is not free to question and challenge, 
when his mind is imprisoned by dogma, when the state pre- 
sumes to make the scientific rules, and when unorthodoxy— 
from which true progress springs—is punished by concentra- 
tion camps and mass graves. 


CAPITALISM MISUNDERSTOOD 


But if communism will cheat Asia, it is also true that 
western capitalism is not understood by Asia. As customarily 
presented to Asians, it bears within itself the bitter memories 
of exploitation and greed. 

It is essential to convey to Asia—and to awaken ourselves 
—to the fact that the economic achievement of the West has 
become something far broader than capitalism, and far more 
closely related—even now—to essential spiritual values. An 
economic system based upon the opportunity and well-being 
of individual man has a spiritual core. An economic system 
in which the enterpriser accepts a largely increasing measure 
of social responsibility is on the toward spiritual 
validity. 

These are the essentials for the very preservation of free 
enterprise anywhere. They are indispensable if the system is 
to be adequately transmitted to societies which have only 
seen the seamy side of imperialism, colonialism, selfishness, 
and racial intolerance. 

In short, the deep crisis of our time in both West and East 
is to know and live our heritage of truth and love. Instead 
of accepting the materialistic gods which our new knowledge 
of nature seems to enthrone, we must reafirm the eternal 
validity and provability of the God we have long known. 


r¢ vad 


WHERE STRUGGLE Rests 

Our understanding of God is clarified by such synonyms 
as divine Mind, infinite Principle, Truth, Life, and Love. 
We prove the power of divine Mind as we show our capacity 
to control the so-called forces of nature. It is man’s reflection 
and manifestation of divine qualities which have enabled him 
to knock on the doors of a new age of enlightenment. 
Happily, the greatest natural scientists of the time are among 
the most earnest and impelling advocates of spiritual awaken- 
ing. Their voices call us to arms. 

All that I have been saying could be translated with equal 
validity into merely political and economic terms. ‘That the 
struggle of our time is a struggle for the minds of men is 
almost universally acknowledged. ‘The Communists have 
long given us proof that words and ideas are far more 
powerful than bullets or bombs. We are beginning to learn 
that we might theoretically subdue the Soviet Union by force 
of arms and lose the world to communism. . 

It is important to remind ourselves that we are not re- 
sisting merely a century-old concept labeled communism, or a 
revolutionary state dating from 1917. What we are really 
combating are forces of military aggression and tyranny, evil 
under whatever banner. We are struggling against the police 
state which would deny free inquiry, free religion, free art, 
free music, free thinking—all the liberties and rights of man. 
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What we are opposing here in America is not just com- 
munism, but treason and subversion and sabotage. 

I thoroughly agree with the view that we should stop 
talking so much about communism—which thus we tend to 
magnify and build up—and speak instead of tyranny and 
treason and aggression. And we are not merely enlisted to 
destroy these evil forces mobilized under the banner of the 
hammer and sickle. We must help to wipe them out every- 
where, especially within ourselves. 


WITHIN OURSELVES 

There tries to be a bit of the Communist within every 
misguided mortal man: something of the tyrant and the 
traitor and the aggressor. When we cease to manifest such 
qualities ourselves and within our body politic, we will be 
better equipped to lead the rest of the world into new spir- 
itual pastures. Above all, when we cease totally to worship 
dialectical materialism among ourselves, we can proclaim our 
spiritual doctrine to the world. And we are dialectical ma- 
terialists whenever we seek to give a single bit of real power 
to matter. 

Heré, then, a century of growing materialism has come to 
a great historic turning point. Can we reawaken to the 
Truth that has always been there, can we comprehend its 
glorious new meaning through man’s capacity to rise above 
the limitations of his physical environment? Can we convey 
and'‘live these facts? That is the long-range crisis, the long- 
range challenge. 


Il. Te IMMepiate Crisis: FILLING THE PowER 
VACUUMS 

The grave danger of the moment in world affairs is the 
potential existence of power vacuums in the world. At this 
stage of human experience, we must prevent the existence of 
power vacuums which are open invitations to aggression. 

In 1945, the military power of Japan and of Germany 
was destroyed. That created a power vacuum in geopoliti- 
cally crucial areas of the world contiguous to the Soviet 
Union. In 1945, likewise, the United States withdrew most 
of its military forces from Europe, and disbanded a large part 
of them. The other components of the alliance which had 
defeated the German-Japanese aggressors were all largely 
dispersed, save for the Soviet Union and its satellites on the 
one hand and the atomic bomb on the other. 

The Soviet Union proceeded to expand into every power 
vacuum area it could without launching a direct challenge 
to the atomic power of the United States. It pushed its 
aggression into internal affairs too far in the case of Yugo- 
slavia, where Marshal Tito—temporarily, at least—filled the 
area where a vacuum might have existed. 

In China, communism met another power vacuum, through 
the corrosive internal weaknesses of the National government 
abetted by serious American mistakes. Nowhere did power 
expand to fill a vacuum more graphically and inevitably than 
in China. 

STAND Mave 1n Korea 


In Korea, the United States deliberately created a power 
vacuum by withdrawing most of its forces in June, 1949, and 
by failing to arm and prepare adequate Republic of Korea 
defense forces. It was inevitable that expansive communism 
would seek to fill this vacuum. The surprise was that de- 
spite all indications, the United States and the United Na- 
tions decided to resist. They affirmed, in June, 1950, that 
aggression must not continue unchecked. IIl-prepared, rashly, 
but with great rightness of purpose, the first effective step 








to seal off the power vacuums in the world began at that 
time. : 

The capacity of the atomic bomb to prevent an absolute 
power vacuum in Europe has apparently diminished as the 
Soviet stockpile of bombs seems to mount and Russia’s de- 
fenses against air bombing are strengthened. Therefore, if 
steps are not taken, a power vacuum might be expected which 
would permit Soviet power to extend at least to the English 
Channel. 


EQUILIBRIUM SOUGHT 


But, foreseeing the danger and aroused at last by Korea, 
the Atlantic powers are now seeking to create enough power 
to seal off this vacuum. Is there time enough to organize 
adequate defense forces to prevent the inrush of Soviet power? 
That is the immediate risk we face. It must be emphasized 
again that here we are talking solely of stopgaps. Atlantic 
rearmament is only the temporary barricade. It is itself 
fraught with greatest danger unless it is accompanied by true 
measures of world peace and community. But at this mo- 
ment in history we have no choice. 

We are seeking to create an equilibrium. Armament races 
are dangerous. But power vacuums are doubly dangerous. 
Armament can lead to equilibrium, and in modern history, 
balance of power has been able to preserve peace for long 
periods. Disequilibrium can lead only to dominance. 

Manifestly, Western Europe must do its full part in its 
own defense. But there seems clear reason in augmenting 
European land forces with a modest number of American 
troops for their symbolical and practical value alike. 

It is not that we propose to lock ourselves fatally in land 
warfare with the Russians or the the Chinese masses. We 
seek sufficient power to prevent war altogether by making it 
too bad a risk. Aided by air and sea power, there are many 
practical reasons for thinking that we have a real chance to 
create an equilibrium. 


U.S. BREAKDOWN AWAITED 


Of course, nobody can say with confidence that Russian 
leadership will refrain from launching an aggressive war at 
any time. But we know that the men in the Kremlin have 
been shrewd and realistic in their recent politics. They make 
many small mistakes. They are looking out at the world 
through sadly distorted lenses. They live and move in an 
unreal atmosphere. But they are shrewd. There are many 
reasons why they might not launch an aggressive war unless 
they were convinced they could move into a power vacuum. 

One reason is their confidence in the ultimate breakdown 
of the American economy. Another related reason is their 
hearty respect for American productive capacity unless and 
until the economy breaks down and the relative inferiority 
and strain of their own productive economy. Until the Soviet 
Union gets its hands on far larger stockpiles and supplies of 
petroleum reserves, particularly of aviation gasoline, there is 
much validity in doubting its willingness to precipitate a 
world war. 

DETERRENTS TO AGGRESSION 


Another reason why the Russians might not launch a world 
war is the presumed paucity of their own atomic bomb stock- 
pile—certainly not enough to strike a sure knockout blow— 
and their continuing respect for the American stockpile. 

Again, why should the Russians launch an aggressive war 
when their tactics of subversion and sabotage are working 
so successfully as things now stand? They have brought 
China within their orbit. Southeast Asia with all its rich 
booty is a possible prey. No man can predict confidently that 
communism may not make further deep inroads in Asia. 
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Indeed, many Asiatics fatalistically fear the entire continent 
will slip into communism. They must be aroused from their 
acceptance of inevitability. But under the circumstances, 
there is every reason for the Russians to run with the tide 
of events. 

It is also more than probable that internal conditions in 
the Soviet Union and the satellite states are themselves haz- 
ardous. While under some circumstances, internal troubles 
might encourage leaders into dangerous foreign adventures, 
it is equally possible that there weaknesses prevent the Soviet 
Union from launching a major aggression against the pros- 
pect of determined resistance. 


Peace TERMS VITAL 


As soon as the Atlantic nations have begun effectively to 
seal off the existing power vacuums, they should set forth 
the peace terms on which they would be prepared to coexist 
with the Soviet Union. There are, of course, those in the 
United States who do not believe coexistence is possible. 
They would launch a preventive war against the U.S.S.R. 
as soon as possible, or at least, they proclaim the inevitability 
of world war. 

The facts of history are against them. We have coexisted 
with the Soviet Union for 33 years. In that time, there have 
been minor conflicts around the fringes of Russia, and there 
was a war with Nazi Germany. But coexistence between the 
Atlantic powers and the Soviet Union was entirely possible. 
Moreover, to admit and even pronounce the inevitability of 
a third world war is to doom the world to an unprecedented 
direful catastrophe. 


GoAL OF EQUILIBRIUM 


By what reasons do those who urge preventive war be- 
lieve we could make peace more easily after another war than 
we can before it? We have had our troubles policing and 
trying to democratize Germany and Japan. Our successes 
have been very mixed and debatable. Imagine, then, the task 
ot policing and democratizing the Soviet Union after a third 
world war! There is abundant evidence that nobody can 
possibly win a world war. The apparent winners are all too 
often the losers. It is entirely conceivable that a world war 
would be a short cut to the triumph of world communism— 
not on the battlefield, but as a result of the tragedy of such 
a war. . 

All of this leads us toward the goal of equilibrium, for the 
near future, pending the emergence and strengthening of a 
genuine system of world order. Thus, as the strength of the 
Atlantic powers grows, we should put into words our peace 
terms. We have found it possible to coexist with communism 
so long as it did not try to destroy the liberties of nations 
still free. We can insist on nonaggression. 

We can call for the right of free choice on the part of those 
nations which have been subjugated by the Soviet power. 
This means the right of Poland and Romania and Czecho- 
slovakia and Bulgaria and Albania and Estonia and Lithu- 
ania and Latvia to choose their own forms of government. 

That would be a very rugged and challenging demand to 
put up to Moscow. Perhaps it is too much to expect all at 
once. Perhaps we will have to accept the terms of coexistence 
under which we have lived without world war for the last 
five years, adding only the proviso that aggression has gone 
as far as we can tolerate. 


Harp QUESTIONS 


These terms must be threshed out in the thinking of the 
anti-Communist states. It is possible to be in favor of in- 
dependence of satellite states, even those now absorbed into 


the Soviet Union, and yet not feel it in the interest of world 
peace and order to do anything forceful about it. 

Perhaps, in the long run, a period of equilibrium would 
lead to peaceful evolution inside the Soviet Union which 
would benefit the unhappy enslaved peoples of the border 
nations more than to make them the casus belli of a third 
world war. These are hard questions to answer. They will 
require the searching of our wisdom and our prudence and 
our conscience, and a careful evaluation of the greatest 
good of all. 

It would be, of course, also possible to offer the Russians 
a place in a world federal government. I do not intend to 
discuss the alternative forms of international organization 
tonight. But it is worth mentioning that a thoughtful and 
vigorous minority of Atlantic community opinion believes 
the Kremlin should be confronted with the chance of going 
into a limited world government organization or of facing 
the rest of the world as a powerful organized force. I think 
myself that this possibility is still somewhat remote, due to 
the barriers to effective world federal government on the 
part of the rest of us. 


But in the enunciation of our peace terms, I think we could 
reafirm what has been tacit in western policy for many years 
—that we are not committed to the overthrow of the Rus- 
sian form of government so long as it refrains from external 
aggression. 

Let us, then, proceed resolutely to seal off the power 
vacuums of the world, let us try to achieve a power equilib- 
rium for the present, hoping for more solid footing as fast 
as we can lay its foundation, let us tell the Russians—and 
the rest of the world—the goals of our policy and our terms 
of peace. 


III. AN INVENTORY OF THE SPIRITUAL AND MATERIAL 
STRENGTH OF THE FREE Worip 


We know that the totalitarian world possesses large physi- 
cal forces in being—hundreds of divisions of troops, stock- 
piles of war material at the frontiers of Western Europe, 
subversive organization inside many other countries, nominal 
sway over approximately 30 per cent of the human race, 
control of a vast bicontinental land area rich with natural 
resources, an inside strategic position, a considerable air force, 
a large submarine fleet. 

We know, too, that the totalitarian world’s greatest 
strength lies in the division and weakness of the rest of man- 
kind. We know that communism’s greatest strength is the 
apparent power of its “big lie,” against a truth that is often 
ineffectively stated and still less effectively lived. 

What are the strengths of the free world? In material 
strength, the free world possesses a preponderance of indus- 
trial potential. It has productive power far surpassing that 
of communism. It has natural resources, chief of them being 
petroleum and steel, which are of indispensable value. It has 
skills and techniques far ahead of the totalitarians’. It has 
many other derivative material forces. It has the new 
weapons—known and unknown. 


THE INNER Power 

But these are all of transient importance as power. The 
real power of the free world—the power that must be 
brought to bear—is the very inner power of freedom itself, 
which is spiritual power. An eminent natural scientist, 
Dr. Merle Tuve, said that the great single discovery of 
World War II was the efficiency of the free system. Here is 
happily blended the significance in material terms of spiritual 
freedom. The ability to challenge, to question, to investi- 
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yate—-to think—is the greatest power man can have, and he 
has it only so long as he is free. 

‘The reason why free men, rather than the totalitarians 
whether of the Right or of the Left, are the men of the 
future is that we are the men of the revolution. As I| have 
frequently explained in other speeches, the Communists have 
sought to fix upon the thinking of mankind a vast inferiority 
complex. The biggest of their big lies is the claim that they 
are revolutionaries and we are reactionaries. 


SHACKLES OF STATUS QUO 
Nothing 


state, which is communism, sets man free. 
most ancient of tyrannies. 


‘The truth is the precise opposite. about the police 
It is as old as the 
The concept that the state is of 
all-importance, and man must exist to serve the state, is the 
ancient doctrine of slavery down through all the years. But 
for many thousands of years, the ideas and traditions and 
tl uth of which we are today the lineal heirs have been meas- 


ly setting men free. 


ure il nh 
We must awaken to the fact that we are not and cannot be 
kled to the defense of the Our system de- 
mands constant improvement, constant perfecting, constant 
higher. Mien are in chains today wherever free 
inquiry and free thinking and all the other civil liberties are 
denied. ‘Vhey are wearing the literal chains of concentration 
and slave labor in the Communist totalitarian states. 
Some men wear some kinds of chains in much of the so- 
called free world, too. The chains of superstition and sus- 
picion and racial or religious prejudice and persecution have 
not been totally struck off. The chains of ignorance and 
illiteracy still exist. “The chains of hunger and of rags are 
with us still in some parts of the weet which are not 
totalitarian; they are very much present, of course, in the 
totalitarian states. 
Sut the free society of the West has shown its capacity of 
triking off all these chains. Even in the area of race rela- 
tions, where we are most often criticized and sometimes mis- 
understood, we continue 


status quo. 


yong up 


camps 


to make steady progress toward 
more freedom. Doubtless we do not make progress enough, 
but we are making it in the only constructive way—through 


an awakening consciousness within man’s thinking of the 
reality of brotherhood and of its urgent application in terms 


of human living. 


kReEE COLLECTIVISM 
Another basic tenet of communism is collectivism—the 
collective economic organization of society. It does not work 
very well, as every accurate report of developments within 
Communist territory attests. 

lt seems to me that in the western world, and especially 
in the United States, we have brought into being—and above 
all in the last 25 years—a remarkable new form of collective 
action Which I call free collectivism. The more I study our 
social and economic organiation, the more clear it is that a 
measurably new system has come into being, but we have not 
yet recognized and identified it. 

‘The system is based on a widespread realization that there 
is far more to be gained by pooling and sharing information 
than there is to be gained from withholding it. We have 
achieved a torm of togetherness which has raised our total 
achievement of good to new heights of accomplishment. 
Instances are lying all around us. 

‘Take professional organizations first. 
science, there has come into being— 


In the field of pure 
and perhaps this has been 
true for a long time—the goal of a very real and wide sharing 
The vigor with which the natural scientists 
have warned against overdoing the argument of military 
security in the withholding of scientific information shows 


of knowledge. 





how vividly they realize the immense advantages of pooling. 
Let us hope our legislators and our military leaders more 
fully follow scientific advice. 


RESEARCH UNLIMITED 


But in the field of applied science and of technology, the 
utility of sharing is equally significarjt. It generalizes the 
achievement of discovery and research. 

Let me take a simple professional illustration, which could 
be multiplied a score or a hundred times. A few months ago, 
I had the privilege of addressing the American Dental Asso- 
ciation, meeting in annual convention at Atlantic City. 
Many thousands of dentists were gathered there. They were 
holding sessions morning, noon, and night, split up into scores 
of subdivisions, in which the very ablest practitioners and 
technicians were explaining to one another the best skills they 
had acquired. 

They had set up the precise technique of generalizing 
among virtually the entire profession, the highest skills of 
the top men. Professional schools, I know, do this at the 
graduate-student level. Professional journals circulate a 
steady flow of similar information. But at Atlantic City, I 
saw a widespread, ramified system at work—a system which 
is no less and no more remarkable than what is working 
throughout virtually the entire framework of American pro- 
fessional and economic life. 


How INpustry SHARES 


Let me take a couple of other illustrations. In Providence, 
R. I.,.a jewelry manufacturing center, | heard the other day 
of a remarkable case. One of the principal makers of inex- 
pensive jewelry—you would all know the firm’s name—has 
the only machine in the country capable of using certain 
cheap materials to make a desirable product. With the short- 
age of other materials, this unique machine becomes virtually 
a necessity if other manufacturers, big and little, are to stay 
in business. 

The firm which owns the machine has invited any of its 
competitors to come and look it over, take blueprints, copy it, 
adapt it, do anything they like about it. The firm has even 
offered to lend skilled operators to make the machine work 
equally well for others. This firm has learned it will gain 
much more by helping its competitors from being ruined than 
it would by selfishly clinging to its possible monopoly. It has 
understood the significance of togetherness, of brotherhood, 
in plain, economic terms. 


SpyING DISCARDED 


Again, this illustration could be multiplied many times. 
Trade secrets have virtually ceased to exist in American 
industry. A quarter of a century ago it was not unknown 
for manufacturers to hire spies to seek the trade specialties 
of competitors. 

1 talked a day or two ago with a big warehouseman—the 
president of the Warehousemen’s Association of America. 
He told me that today any typical warehouseman would 
gladly share with any other whatever special knowledge or 
skills he had gained. Indeed, attending a national conven- 
tion, this very man had picked up a technique which he said 
would enable him to do a certain job vastly better than ever 
before, to save money, and lower costs to the public. 

When this man first went into business, 30 years ago, his 
first job—because he was personally unknown to the com- 
peting firm—was to park outside its warehouse to spy on its 
customers. Today the sharing of skills is a happy and zestful 
rule in the same business. Competition still exists—and is 
protected by legal “safeguards—but it is on a constructive 
cooperative level. 
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CHALLENGE ANSWERED 


Indeed, the whole framework of American life is crossed 
and recrossed by channels through which valuable skills may 
be generalized and good will may flow. I have failed to talk 
with a single business or professional man who did not attest 
this fact and who did not also agree that the new aware- 
ness of the value of sharing has become a great reality only 
in the last quarter century. 

This is the response of individual-based society to the 
challenge of totalitarian collectivism. Nobody sat down to 
make American society collectivist or cooperative. The 
awareness has grown out of practical experience. It has been 
greatly assisted, it seems to me, by the oft-derided service 
clubs. Such clubs, in an atmosphere of community singing 
and creamed chicken, have helped to induce a large measure 
of brotherhood and true community. 

A new climate has spread over much of the free economy 
area. Think what this has done to lift standards and raise 
the horizons of people. It has helped to make American life 
richer and finer. It has brought into being a laboratory in 
which free collectivism can be studied and exemplified. 

ECA Spreaps PrRopuctivity 

The same tendencies, although not nearly so advanced, are 
to be seen in some other countries. The productivity teams 
which were sent from Europe under the Marshall Plan to 
study American work conditions bore back rich fruitage in 
practical observation. “The ECA dollars will be soon spent. 
The skills learned by the productivity teams can never be 
taken away. They will grow richer by using. 

And so the effectiveness of free collectivism is spreading. 
It is needed nowhere more than in Asia, where there is “a 
congestion of leaders and a dearth of followers.” The 
principle of cooperation is based upon mutual respect. This 
is a tremendous spiritual fact. When we more adequately 
convince the Asians of the reality of cooperation and a 
brotherhood inside our system, the more effectively will we 
be combating the appeal of communism to them. 


IV. A ProcraM or ACTION 


I have dwelt at such length on free collectivism because it 
is typical of the kind of spiritual strength we in the West 
possess and do not recognize. It is the sort of thing with 
which we could win the world—help the world win its way 
into a new day of freedom and opportunity for the in- 
dividual. It is a powerful idea—far more potent and true 
than the reactionary thesis of communism ever could be. 
Yet it is up to us to make our authentic revolution and our 
free collectivism as clear and operative and dynamic as com- 
munism often seems to be. 

That brings me to the final point: A program of action. 
Much of this program will, of course, summarize what I 
have been saying throughout. What, then, is our program— 
what are the essential elements of a minimal—not a com- 
prehensive program ? 

1. Seal off the power vacuums by bringing into being 
enough physical force to deter aggression. We are already 
committed to this program in general terms, and I have no 
doubt the Congress and the American people will approve 
its application under proper safeguards. We must not build 
our physical forces to the point where we could not wisely 
sustain them for the long pull. We may need to maintain 
equilibrium in the world for a very considerable transitional 
period. 

2. Preserve our economic soundness. The gravest danger 
to the United States today may well be inflation rather than 
communism. But upon the stability of the American economy 
depends the stability of the free world. The people must 





demand more effective measures to prevent inflation. Both 
the administration and the Congress will have to do politically 
unpopular—or seemingly unpopular—things. Already we 
have lost much ground to inflation. Some of it can be gained 
back if we are sufficiently resolute. In the face of weak and 
vacillating leadership, the people have to demand action, and 
if they speak loudly enough, they will get it 
Criarity EssENTIAL 

3. Set forth our program of coexistence and peace along- 
side the Communist powers. Make clear to their people, if 
we can, and to all people elsewhere, that our policy is 
directed not toward war but toward peace. Our peace terms 
need not be basically unattractive even to the Kremlin, 
although they need involve no appeasement. Make doubly 
clear that our only objection is to the policies of certain 
rulers, not to the peoples of any nation or race, for whom 
we have only brotherhood and friendship in our hearts. 

4. Lift a standard for more effective, righteous govern- 
ment at home. This is not partisanship. But the people 
must demand higher standards of public service in adminis- 
trative, legislative, and judicial office. There has been a 
considerable decline in public morals. It must be checked. It 
can be checked if there is a sufficient public awakening, which 
can come largely by exposure and analysis. 

It is important to remember that our government must 
be based on the well-being of the individual, not on any 
statist concepts. And as we demand higher standards of 
government, so we can require similar rededication to social 
obligation on the part of all other interests, including em- 
ployer and labor which has become increasingly collectivist. 


Props For Peace SOUGHT 
5. Improve international organization. The United Na- 
tions was a creature of the power-political situation of 1945; 
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it was equipped to do nothing for peace except where the 
big powers agreed. Now the veto has been by-passed through 
the Acheson resolutions. 

A new kind of international organization, partly reflecting 
the power-political situation of 1951, is coming into being. 
It has a foot in both worlds. It is still the “house of a thou- 
sand doors” where it will be possible to negotiate with the 
Russians, and that is useful. But it is also an instrument 
through which the present antiaggression or anti-Communist 
coalition can operate. It is in full transition. 

Meantime, we should study ways of improving organiza- 
tion further: Atlantic union, world federalism, Council of 
Europe, etc. Europe must be further unified in both eco- 
nomic and political terms. Doubtless bold new steps must be 
taken to strengthen antiaggression forces and bring the rule 
of law. These must be threshed out in American public 
opinion. But they can go no further or faster than the sense 
of basic community, and that depends on spiritual awakening. 

6. Proclaim and clarify to ourselves and to the world the 
spiritual significance of the free system, as the true and liber- 
ating revolution of human history. This must be set forth 
in very practical terms; it must bring hope and relief to the 
suffering masses everywhere. Not just a creed, but demon- 
tration of the operative power of the free system, must be 
brought to backward peoples. 


SyMBOL oF Hope 


The western world must symbolize hope and succor to the 
millions who suffer from appalling poverty throughout Asia 
and Africa—yes, ultimately in the Soviet Union itself. We 
must (again in a phrase of Charles Malik) “restore the 
balance of justice between the meaning of Moscow and the 
meaning of Washington in the mind of the eternally dis- 
possessed of the world.” 
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7. And finally, we in the western world must humbly seek 
to understand the viewpoints and the needs and the spiritual 
pride and hunger of other peoples and other races. We must 
respect the vast array of ancient civilizations and cultures 
that spread from Korea to Syria. These noble traditions 
have each made their contributions to the meaning of history 
long before we mounted the world stage. They have their 
rich memories. They have their dignity. They have their 
values—some of them transcendent to certain values of our 
own. They have their present existence, their contribution 
to make here and now and tomorrow. 

We can help to bring them together, and to lead them into 
a new day—but only with the universal solvent of love and 
of respect for individual man and the infinite patience and 
compassion of the Master whose message came from Asia to 
give us our Christian faith. 


Key VALUES AT STAKE 

And so I say that your individual program—and mine—is 
to seek awakening and understanding, to live here and now 
the truth we know, to ponder over the program of collective 
action we have been discussing, to infuse it with a sense of 
immense spiritual urgency. It is the survival of values long 
a-building which is at stake now. The task begins with each 
one of us. 

I am utterly sure that the world in our time will not be 
saved by a new messiah, whether political or economic or 
religious or social. It can be saved by awakening individual 
thinking. The alarm clocks are ringing very loudly, and we 
are sleeping on borrowed time. Unless enough of us awake, 
great disaster threatens human experience. | do not believe 
that disaster will come because I believe in man’s individual 
capacity to awake. But we must hear that alarm clock in 
our own thinking, and we must help others to hear it. 

As simply now as ever, that awakening truth is the verity 
of God’s fatherhood and man’s brotherhood. An awareness 
of this truth can bridge any gap in human affairs. But this 
truth needs to be lived. We all have a long way to go before 
we demonstrate brotherhood adequately in this community, 
in this state, in this nation. So the best way to realize our 
sovereign individuality is to live the truth. 


INSTRUMENTS AT HAND 


The truth is communicable, too. The instruments of mass 
communications can be used for awakening just as well as 
for mesmerizing. The awakening is always an individual 
experience, but the alarm clock rings both externally and 
internally. We must make the truth as simple, as persuasive, 
as impelling, and as interesting as the lie often seems to be. 
The truth can never enslave, it can never mesmerize. 

The truth is always within us. We do not awaken to an 
external fact, but to an eternal birthright which is the inner- 
most of all realities. Let us, then, recapture our thinking by 
getting back to first principles. When once we see the 
meaning of God, and man’s relationship to Him, nothing can 
ever enslave our thinking again. With Paul, we are free 
born. 

Rejoice, whatever anguish fill your heart, 
That God has given you, for a priceless dower, 
To live in these great times and have your part 
In freedom’s crowning hour. 

That you may tell your sons who see the light 
High in the heaven, their heritage to take: 

“T saw the powers of darkness put to flight; 

I saw the morning break.” 


Stir OwEN SEAMAN 











